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THE SPECIAL COMMISSION. 



ROYAL COURTS OF JUSTICE, 

Tuesday, July 9. 
{Before Ihe Right Honourable Sis James Haknen, 
Mb. Justice Day, <tnd Mb. Justice A. L. Smith, 
Commisiionere,) 

The Special Commission held their 103d sitting to- 
day in No. 1 Probate Court of the Boyal Courts of 
Justice. 

The counsel representing The Times are the Attorney- 
General (Sir R. Webster, Q.C.), Sir H. James, Q.C., 
Mr. Murphy, Q.C., Mr. W. Graham, and Mr. G. R. 
Askwith, of the English Bar, and Mr. John Atkinson, 
Q.C., and Mr. Ronan, Q.C., of the Irish Bar. 

Mr. Pamell is represented by Sir C. Russell, Q.C., 
and Mr. Asquith ; Mr. Dillon, Mr. £. Harrington, 
and other members of Parliament against whom charges 
and allegations have been brought by Mr. R. T. Reid, 
Q.C., and Mr. A. Rassell, of the English Bar, and Mr. 
T. Harrington, of the Irish Bar ; and the remaining 
members of Parliament by Mr. F. Lock wood, Q.C., 
Mr. Lionel Hart, and Mr. A. O'Connor. Mr. 
Hammond (solicitor) represents Mr. Chance. Mr. 
Biggar, Mr. Davitt, and Mr. T. Healy appear in 
person. 

The Commissioners took their seats on the bench 
Ihortly after half -past 10. 

Mr. Garrett Byrne was the first witness called. In 
•answer to Mr. A. Russell, he said : — I represent 
jWest Wicklow in Parliament. I have been 20 years in 
public life, and am one of the persons <^arged here, 
fl WM praseat at a meeting, which has been called tiie 
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Enniseortliy meetinr, o]i4tfarch28, 1880. At tbat meet- 
ing Mr. Famell and his part;)r received every opposi- 
tion it was possible to receive. The meeting was a 
▼ery disorderly one and was broken up. It was a 
meeting held at the time of my candidature for county 
Wexfozo. In the course of the agitation I have spoken 
pretty often, and, as a rule, in the presence of 
reporters. Government reporters were frequently 
liresent when I spoke. Two speeches have been put 
fai against me, one of them as having been made in 
eoimty Waterford. I should call that a gross blunder. 
I neTer spoke in county Waterford. I have never» 
6itiier directly or indirectly, encouraged or been a 
party to crime or outrage. 

Cross-examined by SiB H. James. — ^The Enniscorthy 
meeting was held on March 28, 1880. At that time I 
was a candidate for Wexford coxmty. Enniscorthy is in 
Wexford. The election took place on April 10 follow- 
ins — that is, about a fortnight after the meeting. 

I understand there were some people at the meet- 
ing who differed from you ?— Yes. 

Did you think that a remarkable fact ?— It would 
not be a remarkable fact to be opposed in any circum- 
stances. I was opposed by some of the advanced 
Nationalists and oy some of the Tories ; but the 
chief opposition came from the advanced wing of the 
Mationaust party. 

Were you not then going fast enough for them ?— I 
cannot say. 

Was there a candidate opposed to you ?— Yes. 

Was he more advanced than you ? — Yes. I may say 
there was no opposition to me personally. 

Did you join the Land League ?<— Yes, I did. It 
would be some time about February, 1880, speaking 
from memory. I did not take any part in the trans- 
actions at the Central Leaeue offices. I held no office 
on the executive council of the League. I simply 
attended meetings as any other member of the Leagu# 
would. 

I understood you to say that you never spoke in 
eounty Waterford ?— Yes ; but I spoke frequently in 
county Wexford at public meetings. I would not say 
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they wero Land League meetings, although the people 
who attended them were mostly meiuoers of tho 
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Mr, Jeremiah Jordan, examined by Mr. A. KnssB]JXif 
said :— I sit in the House of Commons for West 
Clare. I was elected by a majority of 6,462. I am a 
native of county Fermanagh, and reside at iEnnis* 
killen. I am in business there, and have been twice 
chairman of the Town Commissioners, and president 
of the local branch of the Land League. I have 
found my business very seriously affected by the 
action of my political opponents. I have never been 
a member of any political secret association, either 
Orange or Fenian, but I have been a member of 
the Good Templars. (Laughter.) I organized the 
Land League in Fermanagh mainly, and also in parts 
of Tyrone and Monaghan. I was not paid a penny by 
the Land League for doing that. Most of the people 
joined the Land League— a fair j>roportion of all 
sections, sects, parties, and communities. They were 
all respectable people. 

Do you think the Land League had anything to do 
with crime or outrage ? — Oh, not the slightest ; in 
fact, it was quite the other way, I have myself made 
a great many speeches in support of the Land League 
movement. I very nearly always spoke in the pre- 
iience of Government reporters. Only two of my 
speeches have been nut in evidence here. I have 
never either connivea at or been connected with 
crime or outrage. 

By Mr. Davitt.^-It was not the Land League that 
boycotted me ; it was at the instigation of the land- 
lords that I was boycotted. I am not a Catholic. I 
am a Nonconformist. There are not very many Pro- 
testants in my constituency. My majority was 6,462. 
I was opposed by a Mr, Beeves, a very respectable 
gentleman, a landlord. 

Cross-exam 'ned by Mr. Atkinson. — I had been once 
or twice in Clare before the election. I was selected 
AS a candidate by the central convention. 

Now, first of all, as to this boycotting ; what busi* 
ness do you carry on ?~A grocery and provision busi* 
ness. 

Do people sell to yon and buy from you ?— Som« 
people do. 

Do they work for you ?— Yes. 

Do they boycott you in church ?— No, they do not } 
but to 0Qme extent they ostracize me. Thej thoni^ 
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thAt as I was a Land Leagaer I ought not to be a 
close member. 

Is that the boycottinff of which yon complain ?— 
That was all in Church matters. I have been bojrcotted 
in my business by cnstomers that I had leaving me 
without trade as far as they could. 

That is, they ceased to deal with you ?— Thev 
ceased to come, and told me they could not deal with 
a man of my principles. 

Were you ever denounced at any meeting ?— Yes ; 
there have been continuous denunciations of me at 
Orange and Tory meetings during the whole course 
of my life, t first became a Land Leaguer in 1879, 
almost at the inception of the Land League. I was 
returned for Clare in 1885. When I went down to 
Clare in 1885 I did net know anything, except 

rmeraliy, about the criminal condition of the county, 
cannot say that I had heard that there had been any 
persoos murdered there, except by general report. I 
had not heard that a man named Byers had been 
murdered for caretaking an evicted farm. I did not 
know that men who took evicted farms had been 
murdered. 

You spoke at Kilfenora on December 15, 1886. Do 
you remember saying this : — 

'* Land-grabbing is going on in all parts of the 
eonntry» but I must say that in the north of Ireland— 
and I was in Monaghan, Cavan, and Derry, on the 
estates of the Drapers' Company, and I found this 
state of thini^s— that, though the Protestants and 
Orangemen will not join the National League^ yet 
thiBy rarely or never grab a farm. Can that be said in 
these parts of the country ? I know two farms in 
Boniskillen out of which the landlord evicted Catholic 
tenants, and none of these places was ever taken by 
an Orangeman or a Protestant. Cannot ;^ou in Clare 
do ditto ? My idea about land-grabbing is this— that 
the fairm from which a tenant is evicted for animpos* 
flble rent or a rack-rent should be permitted to re* 
main idle, and I do it on the most legal and constitu- 
tional basis." 
Then you go on :— - 

'* If any man comes and sits down on that farm the 
miestion assumes another shape. No man has a moral 
n^ to do it. no man haa a right to take it, and if i' 
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man does take it the tronder is that there has heento 
little crime under the circumstances." 

Do you know what the circumstances were ?*-I was 
speaking in general terms. 

Assuming that outrages had heen committed on men 
who had taken evicted farjos, is not that passage a 
direct encouragement to outrage ?— I do not think so. 

Or a palliation of outrage ?— Well, the latter sen-- 
tence may appear so ; hut those words express my 
views then and my views now. 

If vou had been aware at the time you made that 
speech that outrages had been committed on men who 
took evicted farms would you have used that*langu]age ?' 
— I cannot sa^ what I would have done in circum-: 
stances that did not exist. 

Assuming that you had known ? — Oh, I cannot tell 
you. Those are my views in relation to land-grabbing, 
and I could not say what I wouldhave said in different 
circumstances. 

At the time you delivered that speech did you know' 
how much crime there was in Clare in connexion with 
land-grabbing ?— I did not. 

Di.l you take any trouble to ascertain ?— Ko, I did 
not. 

Do you know that this man Bvers was murdered 
within two months of the date of tnat speech f-^l do 
not recollect that. 

Mb. Justice A. L. Smith.— He was mtodered in 
1887. 

Mr. Atkinson.— Yes, mv Lord, February, 1887.- 
That is about two months after this speech. (To wit<* 
ness.) 1 presume you saw an account of the murder 
ill the papertf ?— Very likelv. 

Did you take any trouble to ascertain whethet. 
Byers was a caretaker on an evicted farm ?'—Ko, I 
did not. 

Or whether your speech might possibly have th« 
effect of encouraging crime ?— I oelieved that my 
speech would have the opposite effect. I never in** 
tended it to encourage crime. 1 simply said that 1 
was astonished that there was so little crime con* 
sidering the provocation. 

Re-examined by Mr. RftiD.— Haire you ever been 
charged ib Ireland or anywhere else with having en* 
<;ouraged crime by any of your speeches f'^'OeMMj', 
riOli/- 
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ttr. nioinai H»pie, M.F., wm next cAUeS ana 
examined by Mr. BsiD. He said,— I now represent 
Mid Tipperary in Parliament, but prior to 1885 I was 
one of the members for county Kerry. I have made 
many speeches in Ireland, but I have never spoken in 
encouragement of crime. Whenever I spoke in a dis- 
trict wl^re crime had any existence I spoke against 
it, but when I spoke in a place where it did not exist 
I made no allusion to it until recently when Mr. Bal- 
four began his peculiar mode of government. Since 
then I have spoken freely, telling people that in my 
opinion Mr. Balfour's policy was one of provocation, 
and strongly advising them against any attempt at 
retaliation. I am referred to in the following 
passage in the evidence of Captain Slacke : — *' At a 
National League meeting at Pethard, county Tippe- 
rary, 12th April, 1885, Thomas Mayne, member of 
Parliament^ said : — * Tipperarv should look upon the 

grabber ^ as a man who has forfeited the right to a 
ome within its border.No compromise with tne land- 
grabber.' " I recollect speaking two or three times 
at Fethard, and on one occasion at least I s^oke 
strongly aeainst land-grabbing. My residence is in 
Dublin, ana I belonged to the Land League there , and 
not in Tipperary, but I have considerable knowledge 
of county Tipperary. In Tipperary and elsewhere, so 
far as mv knowledge goes, all the most respectable 
people belonged to the Land League and are now 
members of the National League. 

Cross-examined by Sir H. James. — I do not recol- 
lect the speech referred to by Captain Slacke, but I 
do not repudiate it, and I would make the speech 
to-morrow if I believed there was a necessity for it. 
I do not think I was present at Ballingarry, in Tippe- 
rary, on October 4, 1885, when the chairman, the 
Bev. Dr. Byan, spoke, but I should decline to accept 
nothing that Dr. Ityan said. On that occasion I said 
that ** land-grabbers ought to be removed from the 
conrpany of men as persons afflicted with leprosy or 
cholera." I meant that, the people having gone 
into the land agitation, wherever there was a proper 
spirit amongst the people, a land-grabber could not 
exist, because the feeling amongst themselves would 
be so strong that no one would grab land. If people 
are afflicted with leprosy or cholera other people 
aToid them : that is the sort of treatment I have 
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ftlway^s adroealied should be accorded to land^gral^beri. 
I have oever hesitated to recommend boycotting, be* 
cause if people did not adopt that they might hare 
recourse to other weapons. Boycotting may be do« 
scribed as the science of letting men severed alone. 
1 would carry boycotting to the extent of selling 
nothing to a man, not even the necessaries of life. 
If a man wanted the necessaries of life he 
knew the terms upon which he could obtain them ; 
he must conform to such a line of action as would not 
destroy the efforts that his neighbours were making on 
their own behalf. If he chose to set his own opinion 
up against everybody else's he must take the conse* 
quences. I adhere to the speech which I made at 
Cafair, in county Tipperary, on September 20. 1885| 
when I expressed mucn the same view as I have to-day. 
Be-examined by Mr. Reid. — Durinff the agitation I 
have never known any person's life endangered by 
want of the necessaries of life. 

Mr. John O'Connor, M.P., was the next witne8S4 
In reply to Mr. Lockwood, he said : — I have repre^ 
sented South Tipperary in Parliament since January, 
1885. Prior to that date I was Mr. Mayne's colleague 
in the representation of the whole county. I am ft 
native of Mallow, county Cork. Before I became a 
member of Parliament I joined the Fenian body. I 
became a Fenian in 1866, when I was just thmed 36 
years of age, after I had left school, and was at 
work. I was then living in Cork ; after that I was 
in business for many years at Cork as a commission 
agent. My mind had undergone some change as to the 
means to be adopted in the cause of Ireland even be« 
fore Mr. Parnell's movement. I formally attached 
myself to the party of which Mr.Pamell is the head in 
l880,andaboutthat time I ceased to have any connexion 
with the Fenian organization. My mind underwent 
a change with regard to the means to be adopted 
after reading Mr. Devoy's letters in 1878 and 1879, 
and after reading Mr. Davitt's speeches. Mr. Devoy's 
letters appealed to me particularly, because he 
addressed them to young men who were devoting 
their time to revolutionary purposes, and, if I re- 
member rightly, he said we should come out of the 
rat-holes of conspiracy and take part in the publio 
lif« 9t tho oonntCT. These ..lejtteK9iL.M _w«U Mjtfl^ 
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Payitt'fl tpeecbes, had a (prc»t effect upon me, Decaose 
!X t^Qfftit them economioally soand. My conversion 
^ cpnstitationalism was completed bj Mr. Famell*« 
election for Cork, and since that time I hare had no 
•oooezion with the Fenian body. That election wan 
won under the most disadvantageous circumstances. 
^Hr. Fameil came into the field very late, being 
hroogbt there simply for the purpose of dividing the 
pNTational cause. '^Notwithstanding, he was returned 
aecond on the list. I thought it wonderful, as some 
yean before we had trieoT to win Cork with John 
.If itchel, and were defeated, though early in the field, 
Jt appeued to me that the Irish people had great 
/faith and confidence in Mr. Famell, and I thought I 
.could not remain any longer aloof from a movement 
to which the people seemed so much attached. I at 
'paoe established a branch of the Land League in Cork 
city, and was a member of the committee. Some 
Inontbs after the branch was reorganized by Mr. 
Famell* and I became honorary secretary. The 
Vranch.was established about a fortaiight uter the 
^lection-^earlv in 1880. I remained secretary of the 
hranch up to the time of my arrest on July 4, 1881. 
[ What were you arrested as ?— Ab a suspect. 

Were yon put into gaol ?— Yes, I was first put into 
Kaaa, then into Kilmainham and Clonmel Gaols. I 
was. then taken back to Naas Qaol, then into Cork 
Oabl, and I waa then dischargcKl, in June, 1882. I was 
tMofxt 11 months in gaol altogether. 

Is it true to say that during the time you were 
connected with the branch of the Land League of 
which yon have spoken that branch in any sense 
encouraged crime and outrage ?•— It is not true ; on the 
contrary, our speakers repeatedly denounced crime 
and outrage. 

And have you, as far as yon were conoemed,honestly 
endeavoured to stavoutrage and crime ?-<-At all times.yes. 

Tell me generally what were the character ana the 
position of the people who belonged to this branch at 
"Cork ?~At first 1 had to complain that the citizens of 
Cork would not join the association, which was then 
principally composed of Libertv farmers, as they are 
called, farmers who are witnin the Parliamentary 
boundaries, but outside the municipal boundaries, 
and the citiiens of Cork did not join us 
jlxleoiiTelf ootiX the Coercion Aot of 1881 was nasved* 
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When that Act came into operation the" Tespectablie 
tnuiness people of Cork graaually began to join the 
association. After I came out of prison in June, 
1882, I conbinued to reside in Cork. When I came 
oat of prisou I began to gather up the scattered rem- 
nants of the Land Leagae organisation and pall thexb 
together again, and with them I established an ad 
interim organization called the Labour Organisation, 
and we also busied ourselves in calling uiN>n the 
fanners to take advantage of the Arrearsi Act. Dorllir 
the existence of the Leagae considerable sums of 
money were expended by me. When I calne out of 
gaol certain claims were made upon me which I sub-* 
seqnently paid. I had no record of the way in which 
I expended that money. 1 left the accounts behiiid 
me when I went to gaol, and I do not know what 
became of them. When I was sent to gaol I had onljr 
an hour's notice i^iven to me to settle my >pri<* 
vate business affairs, not public affairs. WiieQ 
I came out of gaol I made no search amoiig 
my private papers for the Land League accounts 
or for the records of payments made by me, 
because I kept none. After I came out . of 
gaol the ad tnterim association had no organisation 
and had no officers, and such payments as I made 009-. 
cemed myself personally. I have found a book which 
contains an account pf those payments, aftd I produce 
it. This book contains entries of cheques f or £iOO and 
i^400 respectivelv, which I received at the end of 18S2 
from Mr Pamell, and of payments whieh I made. 
There is also an entry of a cheque for £500 which I 
Beceived from him subsequently. I looked up this book 
when I read the reports of this trial, when I was iti 
TuUamore Gaol a few weeks ago. I saw certain sums 
referred to in the course of the cross-examination of 
Hr. Farnell, and I thought that it would be only right 
to give the Court such information about those pay« 
ments as I could give. 

Yon are undergoing imprisonment at the present 
time, I believe, ana have been brought over from 
Ireland under an order from the Court ?•— Yes. 
. Was the labour association to which you have re* 
f erred confined to your own district ?-— No, it extended 
over the entire country. I belonged to the executive 
of that organization. That organization became the. 
National League. . My niune was one of the .flcst oro« 
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> Parnell for the execative of Uie KatlonaT 
LeAffne, and I considered it a great honour that he 
should have proposed my name. I have remained la 
connexion with the National League ever since. 

Af far as you know, had there oeen on the part of 
the National League, or of its executive body with 
which you have been connected, any encouragement 
of crime or outrage in Ireland ?— No. 

And, as far as you were concerned, did you honestly 
endeavour to stay crime and outrage ?— 1 have at all 
times done my best to stay^ tbem. I have denounced 
them publicly,and have tried all in my power to stop 
them. It has always been my opinion that sach acts 
operated injuriously upon the National League. I 
have more or less expressed that opinion in public. 

Did you visit Cork about the date of the arrival 
there of the Kerry moonlighters in November, 1886 ?— 
I was living in Cork at the time. I was returning 
home from Mallow at the time uf their arrival, but I 
had no special purpose in going to Cork at that time. 
When I reached the Cork Station xny attention was 
attracted to a number of policemen. When I came up 
to them I saw a number of prisoners handcuffed to- 
gether. I had no imowledge that the prisoners would 
arrive at that particular time. It is not true to 
suggest that I was there designedly for the purpose 
of meeting these prisoners. W]»en I saw the pri- 
soners I walked down their ranks— they bein^ drawn 
np in line. I saw Dr. Brosnan among the prisoners. 
He was handcuffed to a rough-looking man. I spoke 
to him and shook hands with him, and I told him to 
cheer np. That incident has been made the founda- 
tion of a grave charge against me, although after a 
jury found Dr. Brosnan innocent a large number of 
persons came forward and shook hands with him, and 
nothing was done to them. The only difference 
between my case and theirs was that I shook hands 
with him before instead of after his trial. After the 
prisoners left the station they were marched through 
the streets under a very heavy escort of police. In 
accordance with my usual practice, I took a car 
from the station for the purpose of driving home. 
A crowd gathered as the column moved along 
the streets of Cork ; persons having nothing else 
to do came to see what was going on. I 
heaed some peoplet boys or men, cheerintf for the 
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** Keny moonlighters.'* I checked ffiem, and in 
order to giro the boys a good cry I called for " Three 
cheers for a fair trial." The boys took that ery in. 
It is not trtie that I cried " Down with British law. ' 
What I said was *' Qive us British law." I did not 
cry out ** Down with the Cork jurors." What I said 
was ** Down with packed juries." I did not ask foi 
cheers for Poff and Barrett. What I said was ** We 
will have no more Poff and Barrett trials." In saying 
that I was alluding to two men who were hanged, ana 
who had been found guilty at Cork by packed jurieSf 
and whom everybody beliered to be innocent of the 
charges which had been brought against them. It hai 
been charged against me by some witness that I said 
•• Three cheers for the Kerry moonlighters " or ** the 
Kerry prisoners." What I said was '* Three cheers fat 
a fair trial for the Kerry prisoners." Mr. O'Brien, who 
has been Mayor of Cork for two years in succession, got 
upon my car near to where Mr. Hunt, one of the jurors, 
lived. I put out mv hand and seized the rein ana 
stopped the horse to let Mr. O'Brien get on to the car. 
Ths suggestion that I stopped the horse for the pur« 
nose of intimidating Mr. Hunt is not true. I did not 
know Mr. Hunt, I did not know he was a juror, and I 
did not know where he lived. I have since learned 
that he lived quite adjacent to Mr. O'Brien. 

Was it notorious at that time that juries were being 
packed ?~It was notorious and it was a matter ef 
very keen regret to all Cork men. 

Whether the belief was rightly or wronglv enter* 
tained, was there a very widespread indigna* 
tion among the people against this packing of 
juries ?— There was, and I shared in the belief 
that innocent men were being convicted and sent 
to the gallows day after day bv juries which 
were packed in the most flagrant, in the most 
shameful manner. I deny that I stopped by design 
near the house of any of the jurors. I had no sympathy 
with the moonlighters, and I could have had no reason 
for shielding them from justice. I have denounced 
them. But in the opinion of most people these men 
were innocent, and they were hanged in spite of their 
own dying declaration that they were innocent. I 
knew the Curtin family, and had known them for e 
few years before Mr. Curtin was murdered. I visited 
them after the oatrage. I went there immediateiy 
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after the mtirder— on the liame day— vo snow toy' 
■ympftthy with hU family, and ^I remained with them 
nntil the following Monday. 

Did you say anything pahlicly to the people 
denouncing the murder ?— Ko. I went to the chapel 
for the purpose of speaking to the people, but they 
were disinclined to listen to me — they were very 
angry. Upon that I went off specially to Dublin to 
bring the matter before the central branch of the 
iLeague. When I found that the people of Kerry 
would not listen to me I was determined to find a 
platform from which to denounce these outrages and 
the practice of moonlighting. On the 8th of December. 
1885, I made a speech at a meeting of the National 
League in Dublin, of which the following is an 
eztraot : — 

* * X have returned to-dav from a sad end sorrowful 
scene. I have returned from the house of an Irish 
patriot — a man of noble character— who was ever true 
to the cause of Ireland. (Applause.) Yesterday I 
aided and assisted the people of his locality in bury- 
ing the man who fell a victim, I will not say to a foul 
conspiracy, but to the senseless practice that disgraces 
that part of the country. (Applause.) My grief ana pair 
for the loss of m^ friend is increased and intensified 
by the recollection of the consideration that there 
seemi to be one black spot in Ireland where the voice 
pf our leader does not appear to have penetrated. 
(Applause.) I think it is not proper that we should 
allow the govemroental and landlord sections the 
monopoly of condolence and sympathy with that great 
and good man (applause) — a man whose door was evez 
unbarred to give shelter and safetv to those who in '48 
Dursued the felon's track (loud, applaune) ; and it 
becomes us as Irish Nationalists to avail of this oppor- 
tunity to tender to the family and relations of that 
brave old man our heartfelt sympathy and condolence 
in their trial. (Loud applause.) It would ill become 
me if I did not avail or this opportunity of expressing 
tny personal sympathy with the family of Mr. Curt in, 
vho fell a victim to the practices I have referred to. 

** The chairman, Mr. T. D. Sullivan, M.P„ said 
that the remarks of Mr. O'Connor regarding that 
unfortunate and most deplorable tragedy in Kerry had 

all their fullest sympatny There seemed 

to be some evil notion or fancy prevailing in a little 
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^pot in tlie county referred to, one of the deplorable 
^esalts of which had been the loss of a valuable life. 
He hoped that one of the results of this sad and 
^onmful transaction wonld be that it would put an 
end to the practice of moonlighting in county Kerry. 
|t "Kas a senseless, base, and cowardly practice." 

When were you sent to prison next after you came 
out in June, 1882 ?— In Majr, 1883, for declining to 
«weikr before a secret inquiry at Cork. That Was 
under the Act of 1882. I was in prison then tWi^ 
'weeks in succession. I had not been imprisoned since 
then until lately. I was sent to prison at the end of 
>ipril or the first of May for four months. That sen- 
tence is still running — there are about ten weeks cx- 
.pired. 

Do you remember who the witness was who referred 
to the Tim Hurley incident ?— Charles Agnew. 

I think that speech was not produced ? — ^A portion 
of the speech was referred to by the Attorney-General 
in his opening statement. I have been very much 
misrepresented over the matter. I did not express 
any sympathy whatever with the charge which vas 
made against Hurley. He was charged with having 
dynamite in his possession, and it was sought by a 
reference to Tim Hurley to implicate me, or to make 
it appear to the Court that I had sympathy with 
people who were engaged in dynamite transactions. 
As a matter of fact Hurley was acquitted. It is not 
true that I had anv sympathy whatever with any such 
policy as that o£ dynamite. I have denounced it 
publicly. 

This IS a speech on June 30, 1884 (reading) :— 

•* His friend Mr. Murphy had referred to the dyna-; 
mite affair in London. Well, he did not think it was 
any business of theirs. They had nothing to do with 
outrages ; outrages had been injurious to their cause. 
The men of the Phoenix Park had taken the trumps 
out of Mr. Parnell's hand, and now the dynamitards 
would spoil their game, (Hear, hear.) We are con- 
cerned this far, however. The Times newspaper says 
that the late explosions were caused because th^ 
amendments to the Labourers' Act were not carried 1 
Well, no matter how we may feel aggrieved at it, we 
don't believe it would justify us in adopting a system 
•of warfare in which the innocent and the guilty are 
AAVolved in one common slaughter. (Hear, hear.) 
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He beliered the Irish were a martial raeef and at all 
times in their history Christian soldiers, and he be- 
lieved it was the custom in Christian warfare to ffive 
notice to non-combatants, and he hoped his fellow- 
conntrymen would see that no amount of exasperation 
should lead them from the path of honour no more than 
from the path of duty." 
That was the speech you made ?— Yes. 

Agnew was called to prove it, and said he had not 
got nis note, and therefore there was no evidence. 

The Pbbsidekt.— Mr. Lock wood said he reserved 
Ids cross-examination until it was produced. 

Mr. LocKWOOD. — Yes, mjr Lord, and it never oame. 

Witness.— And it never will come. 

Mr. LooKWOOD.^-As to the moneys disbursed by the 
{league, do you remember making some payments to a 
man called Bobert Walsh ? Who is Bobert Walsh ?•«- 
A merchant in Cork ; he was a member of our com- 
mittee of the Land League and of the National 
League; he was secretary in succession to me in 1881 
after my apprehension. He had nothing to do with 
the money before my arrest in 1881,1 think ; it would 
be after my arrest when I oame out that we had 
monetary transactions ; he aided me in discharging 
those liabilities which you alluded to a while ago. 

Is it true that vou had at all lent countenance to 
the commission of crime, or encouraged or abetted 
outrage ? — I never have. On the contrary, I told 
you that I have denounced it, and regarded it asbeiug 
the enemy of the organization with which I was con- 
nected and of the policy which I advocated. I have 
always thought it retarded the advancement of our 
cause. 

^y Mr. Davitt.— I denounced dynamite in a speech 
apropos of the explosions in London, which were re- 
ferred to by a speaker who addressed the meeting be- 
fore me. I remember being called upon in Cork by 
one James Macdermott — I forget the year ; it was the 
year that some men were arrested for having dynamite 
in their possession in Liverpool — a man named Deasy 
and some other man. 

Did he represent himself to you as a correspondent 
•f a Brooklyn paper ? 

The Pbesident.— What is this to prove ? A con- 
vecsatioa with the sum Macdennoti would not b« 
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ft(3minfl>Ie in evideaoe unless I saw what It was td 
prove. 

Mr. Davitt. — ^The name has been chiefly referred to 
by myself in questions to witnesses. I do not suppose 
I should be allowed to ask what the conversaxion 
was. I merely want to get evidence in relation to a 
matter of fact. I am not going to ask the prisoner 
(laughter) — I mean the witness — what occurred. fTo 
witness.) Had you a conversation with this man r-^ 
Yes. 

Did he talk dynamite to yon P— Very much ; he 
was always talking dynamite. 

The Pbesxi>ekt.— That is a oompendions statement 
ef his conversation. (Laughter.) 

Witness.— During his presence in Cork a dynamite 
conspiracy was discovered, and men were tried and 
sent to penal servitude in connexion with this dynamite 
conspiracy. Deasy died in prison. There were, I think, 
two other men. I afterwards saw in the paper that 
this Macdermott was arrested in Liverpool. I never 
learnt that he was sent to penal servitude. I do not 
know where he is now. 

For anything you know to the contrary he may be 
in the service of the Government ? — I strongly tns* 
pect he has been. 

One other question about another individual. Hare 
ypa at any time been called upon by one James Ellis 
French ? — I have met him by appointment. He was 
chief of the Criminal Investigation Department in 
Dublin Castle. I met him after he was released 
from prison— at his own request. 

Did you know there was a conspiracy got op 
against you in Cork ?— Yes, I knew. 

Do you also know to your own knowledge that there 
was a conspiracy in Cork to murder Judge Barry P— 
Yes, I knew ; and that I was to be charged with it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Atkinson.— You became a 
member of the Fenian Brotherhood in 1866 P— Yes. 

Were you sworn ? — I was. I took the ordinary 
Fenian oath ; I swore true allegiance to the Irish 
Bepublic virtually established, to take up arms 
at a moment's warning, and to obey my superior 
officers. 

Who administered* the oath to yon P— A young man 
who has passed out of my life and out of Irish life 
lor inaiiy «jrtart His name has not come up in thii 
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Inqairy^ and I have not seen him for 20 yean. I way 
an active member of the body in 18/9. I had not 
formally severed my connexion with the body np till 
1880. 

Was there a Fenian body in Cork ?— Yes ; it was 
tiearly altogether confined to the population of the 
iicij^ of Cork, 

The roral population had not joined them at all ?— 
,0h, jes it had ; sometimes the centres would be 
flourishing, sometimes not. In the rural districts the 
young men, sons of farmers and farm labourers, com- 
posed the Fenians. 

Had you a written constitution for the Cork district? 
•^Not for that district specially. Kot different fron^ 
Any other. 

Had you any council in Cork ?— A directory. 

Was there a general constitution for the Irish 
Fenian body of the three kingdoms ?— Yes. 

And this was an organization worked by its centres 
in different districts, all under the control of the 
central supreme council ? — Yes. 

Can you give us a copy of your constitution P—No, 
i have not seen it since 1868 or 1870. 
, Who composed the Fenian body in the city of Cork ? 
^Young men, clerks, labourers, and tradesmen. I 
was a member of the directory in Cork. 

There was a Fenian rising in Cork in 1867, was 
there not ?~Yes. 

When did you join the Land League movement ?— • 
Very early in 1880, after the Cork election. 

Had you been at that time an active member of the 
Fenian body ? — ^No, I was not an active member for 
perhaps six months. 

Did vou take any part in the distribution of arms ? 
—At all times during my connexion. 

Bringing them into Ireland ?— Yes. 

That continued down to 1880 ?— I do not think I had 
jtny active participation in the landing of arms up to 
1880. I had to do with the providing of means to 
bring the arms over, with the providing of money to 
purchase the arms and organizing the country, and dis- 
tributing the arms to the different parts of Ireland. 
That continued down to about 1879. 

Did it stop then ? — Yes. I am perfectly certain of 
that. 

What was th^ last occasion on which yon were con- 
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cerned with the importation of arn^s or the purchase 
of arms for importation ?— I never engaged in th© 
purchase of arms myself, but I was always engaged up 
to 1879. 

You do not know the last consignment that was pur- 
chased by money you subscribed ? — No. 

Was Mr. J. J. Clancy associated with you in any of 
these ventures ? — No. 

Or Mr. James O'Connor, of the Irishman ?— No ; I 
may' as well tell you that I do not intend to admit to 
you who were associated with me in these Fenian 
transactions. I was bound to these people by an 
obligation that they accepted in good faith, and I am 
not goin^ to betray them. 

You will not swear that he was not associated with 
you ? — I will not swear axrvthing at all about it. 

Did you know James O'Connor ?— Very well. 

"Was ne living in Cork then ?— No. 

Did you know Mr. Walsh, of Balla ?— I knew him 
in connexion with the Land League movement and 
never before. 

Do you know whether he was at all connected with 
the Fenian movement ?— 1 do not know to my own 
knowledge. 

But from information you have acquired do yoa 
know whether he was or not ?— I do not Know. 

Do you know Mr. J. J. O'Kelly ?— I know him as a 
member of Parliament. I met him in Kilmainham 
I'rison for the first time. 

Do you know whether he belonged to the Fenian 
Brotherhood or not ?— I do not know. 1 had very 
little knowledge of the Fenian Brotherhood outside 
myown immediate neighbourhood. 

What number of stands of arms were imported into 
Ireland during your time ?— I cannot tell you. 

Could you approximately tell ? — No. 
* What amoxmt of monev was expended in the pnr« 
chase of them ?— We did not expend the money ; we 
sent it all to the Supreme Council. I could not at 
all approximate ; I did not keep the accounts at all. 
' Could you not say whether tbe sum was £5,000, or 
£600, or £60 ?— No. 

I Amongst whom were the arms distributed ?— Amongst 
the men who paid for them- ; any man who paid for 
a rifle got it. 

W#»ve there any distinctive marks upon these rifles ^ 
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-^l^one wliatever $ none to distinguish tliem from any 
other rifle. 

You have seen them ?^I have, repeatedly. 

Were they stamped with a shamrock ?— Never. 
- Was there any place where they were deposited in 
Cork ? — ^A great many places. 

Did yon know a man named O'Brien, a tailor, in 
Cork ? — I did know a man of that name. 

Was his house a store for arms ?— I do not know. 

Did you meet John Devoy when he was in Ireland ? 
•^I have met him more than once, and I have met him 
in connexion with Fenianism, and I have told jrou 
that I do not intend to admit anything connected with 
Fenianism. 

Did you meet Devoy in 1874 ?— Yes. It was not in 
Ireland I met him, hut in America, I was there on a 
Fenian mission. 

Was it while yon were there as a Fenian agent that 
you met Devoy ?— I met Devoy then, and that is all I 
am going to tell you. (A laugh.) 

But you have told us already that you were engaged 
in a Fenian mission ?— Yes, I was sent over witibi a 



Was it in that capacity that yon met Devoy ?— That 
I cannot tell you. 

You said a few moments ago that it was in con- 
nexion with Fenianism you met him ?— I met him in 
connexion with Fenianism. 

In 1874 ?— I cannot tell you whether I met him 
then in connexion with Fenianism or not. 

Do you decline to say what was the purpose of yonf 
interview with Devoy m 1874 ?— I do, indeed. 

Had you any communication with him after that 
time until 1879 when he arrived in Ireland ? — I do 
not think I had. 

Are you able to say whether you were^ communi- 
cating with him in America during the intervening 
years ?— I am not able to say just now. Some letters 
may have passed between us. 

Were there no money transactions between you f— 
None. 

Nor any arms remitted by him ?— I do not remember. 
I should not know what arms he remitted. 

In those intervening years were not arms sent into 
Ireland throuch the instrumentality of Devoj ^I 
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slioxaa not Iknow anything about it in virtne of my 

ftsition. Those were high state transactions of which 
should know nothing. 

Did you see Devoy at the end of 1878 or the begin* 
ning of 1879 ? — I must decline to answer. 

Mr. Atkinson.— I submit, my Lord, that I have a 
right to press this question. 

The Pbesident.— I have explained several times 
that these excuses which are made for not giving evi- 
dence are not for a moment tenable in a Court of 
justice. That a man has bound himself by an illegal 
oath in connexion with an illegal association cannot^ 
of course, be recognized as an excuse. But we have a 
delicate task to perform, and I do not propose at 
present to take the measures which are in my power. 
All that I can do at present is to point out to this 
gentleman, and others who may be in the same posi- 
tion,that it must necessarily have an unfortunate in 
fluence upon our judgment when we find that at every 
point we are obstructed in the inquiry, which we aro 
bound to pursue, by these refusals to give evidence. 

Mr. Atkinson.— You have said that you were con* 
verted from Fenianism by Devoy' s letters and Mr. 
Davitt's speeches. Therefore I ask you, did you have 
an interview with Devoy after his arrival in Ireland 
in 1878 or the beginning of 1879 ?— It is true that my 
nund was influenced by Devoy's letters. 

That is not an answer. (Question repeated. )-^I 
have told you that my interviews with Devoy were in 
eonnexion with Fenianism, and in that connexion I do 
not think that it would be honourable of me to give 
you any information whatever. 

I have not asked for information. I only ask, " Had 
you an interview with Devoy in 1878 or 1879 on his 
arrival in Ireland ''?^Well, I do not intend to answer. 

Sib H. James.— -We are anxious to avoid unneces* 
sary conflicts with witnesses, but I submit that the 
relevancy of this matter is remarkable. Mr. Davitt 
has said that Devoy came to Ireland with the objecil 
of founding the Land League^ 
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Mr. Davitt.— That is not correct. It is oitlj the 
construction which you put upon what I said. 

Sib H Jamks.— The purpose for which Devojcame 
to Ireland is, in our view, of the utmost importance. 
The question of his connexion with Mr. O'Connor as a 
Fenian is also very material. I think, therefore, 
^e ought to ask Mr. O'Connor to answer the question. 

Witness. — I was not aware that Mr. Davitt had ad- 
mitted that Devoy was here at the time referred to, 
and I thought that all the evidence as to Devoy's pre- 
sence in Ireland was indirect. But if Mr. Davitt has 
admitted that Devoy was hdre in 1878 or 1879 I have 
no hesitation in saying that I met him then, and the 
purpose of the interview was very different from that 
suggested by the learned counsel, for Devoy did his 
very best to detach me from the constitutional move- 
ment. He did not encourage me to carry out the pro- 
gramme which he had put forward in his letters. 

Mr. Atkikson. — According to you, Devoy was play- 
ing a double part ? — I do not know that. He may have 
phanged his mind. 

. What was the date of this interview ? Did it not 
occur in 1878 or the beginning of 1879 ?— I am not 
tK>sitive as to the date. It was after he had written 
the letters and before the establishment of the 
Kational Land League that I met him. 

Had you read his letters before he endeavoured to 
detach you from the constitutional movement ? — I 
should not say that he endeavoured to prevent me from 
joining the constitutional movement, because there 
was no movement of that kind m active operation at 
the time. But he gave me no encouragement to carry 
out the programme put forward in his letters. 

Did he encourage you to carry out the whole pro* 
^amme of the Fenian Society ? — I do not think that 
18 material to the, case at all. 

Do yon decline to answer ? — I decline. 

To what date do you refer the observation that he 
did not encourage you to adopt the new programme ? 
— ^When I met Mm between the time of the publica- 
tion of his letters and the establishment of the National 
Land League. I do not know what was the vear. If 
the letters were published in 1878 and if the National 
Land League was established in Cork m 1880 it must 
have been between those two neriods* 
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Then, when Devoy was publishing these letters ad<* 
vocating the new departure he was using his influence 
to discourage you from its adoption ?— I have not said 
that. It occurred to me when I met Devoy in the in- 
terval which I have described that he had changed his 
mind about the New Departure. It occurred to me at 
the time. 

In what did the change consist ?— He had invited us 
in his letters to take part in tbe national life of the 
country in the open, to enter the municipal councils, 
the poor Law Boards, and so on. When I met him he 
did not encourage me to do that. 

Did he encourage you to abstain from doing it ?— 
Ko, he did not. 

. Then, for what reason do you say that he appeared 
^ have altered his mind ? — I had grounds for it. 

Wnat were they ?--I cannot say. 

The Pbesidejkt.— Vou mean you refuse to say. 

Witness.-~Yes, mv Lord. Tbe action of th^ renia|i 
organization and the grounds which I am asked to 
give have no relevancy whatever to the open movement. 

The President.— That is what we are entitled to 
form a judgment upon. 

Mr. Atkinson.— Is your objection that the answer 
would incriminate Devoy or that it would disclose 
the secrets of the society ? — It might possibly have a 
reference to the Fenian Society. 

What is your objection ? — It is an objection to break 
my oath. It is a regard for an obligation that I r«- 
tpect, even though others may not respect it. 

The President.— Are yon a Protestant oraBoman 
Catholic ?— A Roman Catholic. 

Do you mean to assert that your Church justifies a 
refusal to give evidence on the ground that you have 
taken the illegal oath of an illegal society ?->-I have 
not stndied the theology of the matter. 

Nor the morality ?— I know what my code of 
honour is, my Lord, and I intend to adhere to it. 

Sir. Atkinson. — Do you represent that in hie 
published letters Devoy asked the members of 
the Fenian Society to abandon Fenianism ?— I do 
net think he asked ns to Abandon Fenianism* What 
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he ftsked people to do was to come ouv 
of the rat holes of conspiracy, and a good many of us 
did. 

He meant, then, that while yon continned to be 
Fenians yon should take part in public and municipal 
life ? — I do not know what he had in his mind. I do 
not think that he made it an indispensable condition 
that we should abandon Fenianism. Up to the time 
of the publication of his letters Fenians nad abstained 
from taking an active part in Parliamentary and 
public life. I admit that if I had taken part in the 
municipal life of the country at that time I should not 
on that accoxmt hare thought it absolutely necessary 
to abandon Fenianism. 

Did you not represent that it was Deroy's letter 
that converted you to the constitutional movement ? 
*— I said that was one thing that affected my mind. 
Then I was also influenced by Mr. Davitt's speeches 
and Mr. ParnelPs election. 

Was not the idea yon formed of the meaning^ of the 
letter this— that you should still remain a Fenian, but 
take pact in public life ?— That may have been my 
idea. 

The Fbesidekt.—I think we have sufficient on this 
point, sufficient to enable us to draw an inference. 

Witness.— I desire to give direct answers, my Lord. 

The Fresidekt.— Butyou, unfortunately, put such 
qualification upon your directness that we are con- 
fused. 

Witness.-— Any direct question I shall be glad to 
answer. These letters were published a long time 
ago, and any idea that I formed at that time may 
well have escaped my memory in 10 years. I have 
candidly told the Court the effect that these letters 
had upon me, and the effect upon me of Mr. Davitt's 
speeches and Mr. Pamell's constitutional efforts, and, 
with all respect to the Court, I think it unfair to say 
that I have not been direct. I desire to be direct in 
my answers. There are some questions which I 
cannot answer, and these I will say directly I will 
not answer. 

Mr. Atkinson.— -Was Devoy at the time when he 
was publishing these letters still urging forward the 
secret movement of the Fenian body ?— How should I 
know f It was a long time after the Dublication of 
tlM letten when I imw him« 
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forwarding the secret Fenian movement P— I have 
already told yon that I cannot answer any question 
regarding his connexion with the Fenian moyement. 

Had yon more interviews with him than one ?-^I 
had two, I think. I cannot give yon the dates. I 
had no reason for noting them down. Only a short 
interval elapsed between the first and the second in« 
terview. Thev took place in Cork city. I joined the 
Leagae some few weeks after Mr. Pamell's election 
for Cork. I had practically abandoned Fenianism « 
short time before. 

Did you cease to be a member of the Fenian 
association?— I dropped out of the body. I endeavoured 
to induce members of the Fenian Dody to join the 
League. I did not make it a condition that they 
shoiUd abandon Fenianism before joining. I tried to 
attract them to our movement b]^ she wine them that it 
was superior to theirs and more likely to be successful. 

You represented that ^ou would gain the same end 
that the Fenians had in view by different means ?— 
You cannot say that it would be the same end, 
because constitutional agitators are quite ready to 
accept an arrangement between the two countries 
whereby the people of Ireland could make laws for 
themselves; while the Fenians would be satisfied with 
nothing short of an established Irish Bepublic. 

At the time when the League was inaugurated did 
you not solicit Fenians to |oin the movement on the 
ground that it would achieve the same ends by 
different means ?— I do not remember that I evdr did. 
In fact, I never solicited a Fenian to join the 
society, but I tried in conversation to influence my 
old comrades. 

Did you speak at Bantry in 1880 ?— I tried to make 
ft speech there, but I was interrupted by Canon Shink* 
win. He had indulged in a denunciation of revolu* 
tion and revolutionary motives in a way which I con* 
sidered quite uncalled for. I was a converted Fenian 
at that time, and anxiously desirous to establish 
branches of the League all over the country. There 
were many Fenians not so well affected towards the 
constitutional movement as I was, and they were dis- 
posed to give us trouble, and I wished to placate 
them by speech. I have always been very sorry that 
C2anon Shinkwin did not allow me to complete vKf 
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speech. I do not think that he woald have had any 
reason to complain. 

You said, ** The reverend gentleman referred to a 
elass of people who are not interfering with us."— 
Quite so. They were jealous of our movement, hut 
were not interfering with it. It would, however, 
have heen very easy to rouse them into interference, 
and I thought that Canon Shinkwin's speech was 
very likelv to have that result. 

CVnon Sninkwin called upon you to denounce all re- 
volutionary methods ?— What I had intended to say was 
that revolution was sometimes necisssary and some- 
times justified. I had intended to allude to the fact 
that the English people had effected their Constitu- 
tion hy an act of revolution ; and that the American 
people had estahlished their independence by an act 
of revolution. I had intended in my speech to point 
out to my hearers that there was no necessity for our 
engaging m revolutionary measures any f urtner, as we 
had hit upon a better plan, and I was not allowed to 
make that speech. 

You meant that Fenian ends would be attained by 
different methods ?— If you take all my speech I do 
not think it means that. 

Shortly after that, do you remember Mr. Parneirs 
return from America in March, 1880 P— Yes, I remem- 
ber his arrival at Cork. 

Up to that time had the Fenians in Cork been 
hostile to him ?— No ; there was not any hostility to 
him. 

Had they co-operated with him ?— I cannot say that 
they co-operated with him. 

Had not there been a public demonstration against 
him before he left for America ?— I do not remember ; 
X do not think that there was. I would remembec. 
anything of the kind if it had occurred. 

After nis return was an address inresented to him ?•— 
^es. 

Were yon a party to getting up that address ?— I do 
not remember ; 1 may have been ; I do not think I 
was. I saw the address published ; indeed, I think 
I saw it presented. 

Were you present at the presentation ?—l am not 
sure ; I do not think that I was. If I was, I do not 
remember it. 

t% «iiMnat^ ftom the hddf of irhich y<m were then 
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a member ?— I have told you that I had practically 
ceased to be a Fenian before that date, it I had not 
formally serered my connexion. 

Were you present when the address was presented to 
Mr. Parnell ?~Frobably I was. I saw it published. 

Mr. Atkinson then read as follows :— 
*' From the Nationalists of the Counfy and City 
of Cork to C. S. Parnell, Esq., M.P. 

** Dear Sir,— Upon this your return to your native 
country, fresh from the noble mission you haye under- 
taken, we, the Nationalists* of this great county and 
citT of Cork, hasten to greet you and offer the cordial 
welcome of not ungrateful hearts. . . . We cannot 
deny our applause to any representative or body of re- 
presentatives who honestly and courageously strive t« 
improve the condition of our people. But while say- 
ing this we must* take the opportunity to express out 
aleAc conviction of the hopelessness of lookine for 
justice to Ireland from the English Parliament, and the 
nrm belief of the intelligent manhood of the country 
that it is utterly futile to seek for 'any practical 
national good through the means of Parliamentary 
representation. Impelled by such convictions, the 
Nationalists of the country have determined that, as a 
political party, they will take no part in the coming 
elections, and consequently no part in the adoption, 
rejection, or support of the Parliamentary candiuatea% 
It shall be their duty to watch the course of events, 
and also to remind Irishmen that in themselves, in 
their virtue, and in their own courage, in their per- 
severance in the practical work lies the best hope for 
the prospects and the regeneration of Ireland. Signed 
on behalf of the National party— R. Cronin, r. J. 
Murphy, P. F. Murphy, Fair-Vill ; J. F. Caaty, T. 
Christv, and P. N. Fitzgerald.'' 

(To witness.) ** Practical work "; is that the practi- 
cal work of the Fenian organization ? — Yes, I bhould 
ihink 80. 

You are acquainted with P. N. Fitzgerald ?— Yes. 

He is a Cork Nationalist ?— Yes. 

At that time would Nationalist mean Fenian ?•— 
Well, not necessarily ; there were many men who 
were Nationalists outside the ranks of the Feniaa 
Brotherhood. 

What is the meaning of the words ** Impelled by. 
jroch conTiotions. the Natioiialista.oi thacoantqriuura 
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detennued that, as' a political party, they will take 
no part in the coming elections **? Does not that 
mean the Fenians of the country ?— Not necessarily. 

I mean in connexion with this address ?— Well, I 
think the words would speak for men of extreme 
Nationalist opinions, both Fenians and others, because 
many men outside the Fenian ranks held extreme 
views, 

** As a political party"; did not that mean the 
Fenian party ? — Yes, and I think the Fenians always 
in speaking of that subject affected at all events to 
represent a vast body of public opinion not enrolled 
in their ranks. 

Does not that mean the Fenian body ?~It means 
men of Fenian opinions and proclivities. 

Was Gronin a Fenian ? — I could not answer that 
question. I think he would represent Fenian opinion. 

Were not all those whose names are signed to thia 
address Fenians ? — I am not going to say tney were. 

Will you say that they were not ?— No, I heard that 
there was an address presented to Mr. Pamell at the 
railway station, but I was not present officially. X 
may have been one of the crowd. 

Did you not say that you thought you were ? — I said 
I might have been ; I do not think I was present 
when the address was read ; I have no recollection 
on the subject. 

Have you any doubt that this address emanated from 
the Fenians in the city of Cork ?— I have no reason 
to think that it was. I was not acting with the 
Fenians at the time. Those names represent Fenian 
opinion. 

Do yon mean to say that you formed no opinion 
whether it was so or not ? — ^You want me to say what 
I do not know. I have told you I had no means of 
knowing ; I had practically ceased to be a Fenian at 
that time. I know that an address was presented to 
Mr. Pamell ; I heard of it and saw it in the paperg 
but was not present. 

The Pkesident.— You are not able to form an 
opinion, but I cannot say I am in the same position. 

Cross-examination continued. — You know the men 
whose signatures it bears ? — Yes, I know them very 
well. 

Are yoa not able to say whether they were Fenians ? 
4wX ao not able to form an opinion jt how could I 
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know ? I say that 1 would take those names at 
representing Fenian opinion. Any question I can 
answer I will answer straightly, and if there is any 

Question which I think I cannot answer I will say S0| 
ut I will not e(;[uivocate. 

Do you decline to say whether those men were 
members of the Fenian body ?—l had ceased to he a 
member of the body, and 1 had no means of knowing 
at the time. I have told you all I can tell you, 
which is that those names would represent Fenian 
opinion at the time in my opinion. I have told yon 
tnat three times, and what is the use of pressing me 
any further ? 

About this time was a quantity of arms stolen from 
the ship Juno in Cork ?— Yes, I remember that raid 
for arms. 

Do you remember 140 cases of fire arms and 170 
cutlasses being stolen ?— I do not remember, but a 
large quantity was removed. 

Was the action of the people who had done this con* 
demned by the Cork Land League ?— 1 think one man 
or two men made speeches in condemnation of that 
raid. 

Do you remember whether the resolution was 
passed ?— I think it was, now that you. bring it 
to my memory. 

Was there not a subsequent meeting of the League 
»t which they rescinded that resolution ?~There was. 

Did not you attend and advocate that rescission ? 
—I did. 

Between those two meetings had not the matter 
come before the Dublin branch ? — I am not aware ; I 
do not remember. 

Do you not remember that at the second meeting 
you took part in the meeting and defended the action 
of the people ? — 1 do not remember the speech I made 
on that occasion. 

The matter, my Lords, first came before the Cork 
Land League, who passed a resolution condemning the 
robbery. It then came before the Land League in 
Dublin, at a meeting presided over by Mr. Dillon, of 
which the following report appears in the Cork 
Herald of August 19 (reading) : — 

" At the meeting of the National Land League, 
Dublin, on Tuesday, Mr. Brennan said a branch of tJie 
Stand Leftgne had been diaciusing matten that it ouaM 
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to bare left alone. Thev had seen by the Freemaf^ 
of the previoas day that the Cork branch of the Land 
League had taken up a matter that did not come under 
its pro^rince at all. It would be just as well if they 
would confine themselves for the future to the objects 
for which they were formed. They had no more to do 
with the subject they discussed than with the relative 
merits of the candidates for the Presidency of 
America. 

** The chairman said he felt strongly with Mr. 
Brennan in this matter. The resolution passed by the 
Cork Land League was entirely without its sphere. It 
assumed a right to do what the Land League distinctly 
condemned and repudiated>~namely, judging the case 
of men who did not belong to their body. (Hoar, 
hear.) They did not want to place themselves in 
antagonism with any other bodies in Ireland who 
were not placing themselves in antagonism with 
them, and the same liberty which thev claimed for 
themselves they must be prepared to allow to others. 
He did not know whether it was desirable to pass any 
resolution on the subject or not, but he took the 

Senerai sense of the meeting to be that they entirely 
isclaimed the resolution passed by the Cork Land 
League, and emphatically stated that in no degree 
represented the feeling of that organisation." 
Then, after further discussion : — 

** The chairman said that perhaps the expression ol 
opinion that had taken place on the subject would 
suffice without the passing of any resolution.'' 
(To witness.) To whom do the words ** bodies in 
Ireland Who were not placing themselves in antago- 
nism with them " refer?— The Fenian organization, I 
suppose. 

Tne report in the Co rk Herald of the first meeting 
at Cork is as follows : — 

'* The president, Mr. E. Farrell, presided. The 
secretary, Mr. Cronin, said he had a resolution to 
bring under their notice, and he hoped it would meet 
with their approval. It was to the following, effect : 
— * That we deeply regret that a robbery of old and 
useless firearms has taken place ; that we condemn 
lawlessness in any shape, and that we believe that 
the occurrence in Passage must have been effected by 
jthose who desire to see a renewal of the Coercion Acta 
inflietedan thUcoimti7» and who wiah to giye the Qot 
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▼eminent good value for their secret service money/ 
Mr. Cronin said that they had thought over this matter in 
committee, and it appeared from information received 
through the public Press that this affair had been 
carried out, not by any secret orcranization, but simply 
for the purpose of crushing the Land League and im- 
parting something like a bad reputation to^ men who 
tried to improve and ameliorate the condition of the 
tenant-farmers of Ireland at present. Mr. J. O'Bri^^n 
seconded the resolution. Mr. C. P. O' Sullivan moved 
an amendment . ' ' 

(To witness.) Now, was that resolution not rescinded 
because you ascertained in the meantime that the raid 
was a Fenian raid ?— I suspected that it was a Fenian 
raid from the reports in the papers. 

Was that not whv the resolution condemning it waa 
rescinded ?-<-Exactiy ao, because it was a Fenian 
raid, and because we bad to be very careful how we 
referred to Fenians and Fenianism. As it would appear, 
they were iealous of us, and many of them hostile to 
us, and such a resolution as that which was passed and 
afterwards rescinded was calculated to provoke that 
hostility. We were in the unfortunate position of 
being between the upper and nether millstones, the 
Government on the top of us, and the Fenians operating 
against us underneath, and it was to avoid this colli- 
sion and this hostility that I tried to keep out inter- 
ference until we had atfected their minds by other 
means. 
. At this point the Court adjourned for lunch. 

On its reassembling, 

The cross-examination of Mr. J. O'Connor was re« 



ception : 

it, but I think we did have a meeting of that kind. 

Had Mr. Pamell been in Cork from the time be 
arrived there in March, 1880, from America up to 
this intended visit in September, 1880 '/—Yes, I think 
he was there duringthe election about April, 1880. 

Was there a Mr. Hefferaan in Cork at that time ?— 
There was. He was a prominent member of the Land 
League. 

Do you remember seeing a report of the Cork Lan^ 
Leaffue published in the Cork Berald of September, 
20, IttO ?~I hiive seen m muur tvMrts : I c«iuiot r«* 
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m6mt)dr that particular one in reference to this de^ 
monstraiion. 

Do yon remember being present at a meeting later 
on, in the month of September, when the question of 
the demonstration was discussed ?— Well, really so 
many meetings were held and so many events hap- 
pened that many of them have escaped mj memory, 
and I always make it a habit when one incident is 
closed to pass on to another. 

Was there a Mr. Timothy Harrington a member of 
the Oork Land League ?— Yes, there was an old gen- 
tleman of that name a member of ttie Cork Land 
League. 

He appears to haye taken the chair. Then a Mr. 
Buckley appears to have asked if the National party 
was represented at all, and then you said :— 
•• I befieve the National party finds its recruits in all 
trades and bodies, and if my words had any weight with 
the National party 1 would suggest that they would not 
appear as a body at all, because many men who are 
attached to the principles of that party could not then 
be with them, and therefore they would make them- 
selves very small. The men who compose the 
National party, and who believe in its principles, will 
be scattered over the other bodies and organizations 
that will be rei>resented at the procession. . • . I 
consider that it would be unwise for them on that 
occasion to show a weakness, because wherever the 
National party show as a body they should show great 
strength, and every man should give them strength. I 
for one consider myself a member of the National 
party, and if I belonged to any of the trades I would be 
m great doubt as to whether I would place myself 
xmoer the banner of the trade or under the banner of 
the National party." 

In that speech does the expression the National 
party mean the Fenian party ?— I think that must 
nave been a meetingof the trades. 

Mr. LOOKWOOD.— That is so. 

Witness. —I think that speech was a very diplomatic 
one, because I did not want the Fenians to appear in 
our demonstration, and I was putting them off in the 
kindest words I could. 

Mr. Atkinson. —My question was, in that speech 
does the expression the National partj mean the 
Fenian party ?— As I have explained before, there 
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were ft vast nnmbee of men oatsldd the Fenlaa nrnkfl 
who were extreme Nationalistf. Eyexy Nationmlut 
was not a sworn Fenian. 

The Fbbsideitt.— Subject to that explanatioai 
would the expression the National party be taken to 
mean the Fenian party ?— Yes, my Lord. 

Mr. Atkinson. ->Are you aware that yon said yon 
considered yoorself a member of the National party 9 
^l considered mvself a Nationalist outside the rawi 
of the Fenian party. 

Had you had any formal separation from the Feniani 
at that time ?— No, not at all. I was always friendly 
with them. I had always hoped they would foUoilr 
me into the constitutional agitation. 

I see the report continues :— 

•' Mr. Walsh said it had been stated that the 
National party would take no part in the movement. 
But if they did not take part in it as a body they 
would take part in it as individuals. They cud not 
think of Mr. Famell as a Parliamentary man, because 
no Rood would ever be got for Ireland from Parlia- 
ment. But they should remember that his words 
drove entiiusiasm into them, and that their hearts were 
stirred when they met together. And when he saw e 
lot of Irishmen assembled there to-night he might ask. 
Were they alwajrg together ? No, they were not. If 
they had arms in tkeir hands for the good of their 
country he would say unhesitatingly they would not be 
together. . . . Mr.Walsh continued tosay that if they 
had theirfreedom now they could take care ofit,thongn 
it was not taken care of before. Mr. PameU him^ 
self said he was a Nationalist, and why did they ask 
for Nationalists then ? When they went to meet him 
fhey went as Nationalists to meet a Nationalist." 

Mr. LooKWOOD.— ^This gentleman was called to 
order. 

Mr. Atkinson.— Yes, he was called to order after* 
wards. (To witness.) Was there another Mr. O'Connor 
there ? 

Mr. LooKwooD.— I should like to read this ftt the 
end of Mr. Walsh's remarks t-^ 

'*Mr. O'Began.— I would like to know what society 
or trade the last speaker represents in this room. 

** Mr. O'Sullivan.— He is a member of ttie l^and 
Iieagne. 

'**mr« O'JRegftn.«<-0e ought to be out of it." 
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. Mr. A.'tKmnoux (continaing to read) : — / 

V ** Mr. Heffeman 6»id he might mention that th^ 
following members of Parliament would be present : 
^Daly, Farnell; Finegan, T. D. Sullivan, Sexton, 
P'Connar, and Dillon. (Cheers for Dillon.) 

** Mr. O'Connor.— What do we care about members 
'iot Patliament or Parliamentary agitation ? " 
fS^BS there another Mr. O'Connor there ?— I do not 
Jedow. 

Do you remember having used those words ?— I may 
liaye used them. 

Were they net addressed directly to the Fenians? — I 
<(hink they were addressed to the trades. 

Oh, yes, nominidly. Was this the time you were 
endeavouring to wm the people to constitutional 
«gitatioD ?— You most not forget we were having a 
demonstration in support of the Parliamentarians. 
• Was not that a direct appeal to the Fenians ?•— I do 
jiot think it was. What we had to care about was the 
access . of our efforts in favour of legal and Parlia- 
jnentarj agitation. 

I Mr. LocKWOOD then interposed a passage from the 
same report, giving some remarks of the witness to 
-the effect that it was a disgrace to the city of Cork 
that the chief magistrate of the city was not present. 
f Witness.^Wbat I have to say about that remark of 
mine; which has just been read, is this. At the trades 
meetings there was asually some discussion about pre- 
•oedenoe, the question being who should go first m a 
demonstration. Some such discussion ox the kind 
jnust have arisen on this occasion. Some one must 
;liAve mentioned the Parliamentary party and Parlia- 
jmentarians, and I ejaculated, " What have we to do 
with Parliament and Parliamentarians now ? Let us 
epnfine ourselves to the business in hand." That is the 
Interpretation I put upon it — namely, that there 
^ould be no discussion of the kind, and that the policy 
,<xf the Parliamentarians should be left over fox 
another occasion. That is the meaning of the remark, 
^Mid'it is straining the meaning to try to put any other 
construction upon it. 

. The PRsaiDJENT.— Do not talk about straining the 
meaning of your language. All we are trying to do iq 
Ao ffat at the meaning of it. 

Mr. Atkinson. —Now, in the paper of September 27^ 
1660. d» 70a ffomember; seeing a oircnlar^eiDAiiatiiig 
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from the' Nationalist body announcing that that party 
would not interfere as a body in the forthcoming de- 
monstration ?— No, I do not remember that. 
' The meeting you took part in the following day was. 
held to consider whether the Nationalist party should 
attend as a body ? — No, it was held to decide th^ 
places the trades should occupy in the procession. 

8ome time after this was the Cork League recon- 
structed or reorganized ? — I do not remember. TberQ. 
might have been an annual election of officers. 
- ' Do you remember a demonstration being held with 
a Tiew to its reorganization— a demonstration at 
which Mr. Dillon attended and you spoke ?^I do not 
remember ; we had so many meetings. I cannot re-* 
member them all. 

The learned counsel then read a portion of Mr.). 
Dillon's speech, in which that gentleman said that if^ 
was the grossest injustice to say that the Land 
League movement was antagonistic t3 any other more" 
ment which had the good of Ireland in view. He was 
known to have the warmest sympathy with other 
movements which had the good of Ireland in view. . 
The Land League movement was purely temporary. - 
He could not understand 'the feelings of a Nationalist 
irishman who thought that the cause of Ireland would, 
be injured by the emancipation of the masses of the ' 
people from a position of serfdom. If he thoueht the. 
Irish people were to be turned aside from the true* 
path of Irish nationality by such action as that ha 
would be glad to turn Englishman and foreet his 
eountry. He believed the Irish people had been, 
seriously injured by being led to suppose they could' 
^in the rights of free men by marching to public 
meetings and shouting for nublic speakers. The object^ 
of meetings was to tell tibe people how they could*^ 
win their rights, and as soon as he saw the people , 
sufficiently organized to carry out the i>olicy of me 
League without meetings be would be glad to work 
simply and quietly without any more public speaking. 
He hoped that would be the case before six months. 

Does not Mr. Dillon in that speech distinctly' 
recognize two organizations ?•— It only ffoes to prove ' 
the truth of what I have been contending, that we 
^ef^ in great difficulty with the Fenians. iL do not 
OMre to be taken as interpreting Mr Dillon's speeciit ^ 
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tlMmgh if I knade a speech of tbat charftcter it wooia 
be to placate and oonoiliate the Feniaiu asd disarm 
their hostiUty. 

And get their sopport P— Yes ; and get their sapport« 
md we could not have the support of better men. 

Without abandoning their own action ?— They conld 
take what course they pleased. 

Were you acquaint^ with General Millen?— I 
have met him. 

In €k>rk ?— I do not think it is at all germane to 
this case. 

The Pbssident.-— That is not for the witness but 
for the Court to determine. 

Witness.— I met General Millen on business con« 
nee ted with Fenianism. 

Mr. Ateiksok.— Was it in 1878, or the beginning 
0t 1879 ?— I must dedine to say. 

Is it that vou cannot tell, or that you will not ?— I 
will not tell for the reasons I have given. 

Had you more interviews than one with him ?— KOt 

Did he present any documents to you ?— No. 

Were there any other persons present ? — There were. 

Were any documents presented to other persons 
present ?•— There were. 

Was it a meeting ?— It was. 

Were there many people present ?— Not many ; 
something less than a score. 

Where did the meeting take place ?— I cannot tell 
you. 

Do you mean that you cannot or you will not ?— I 
will not. It was a Fenian meeting. 

Was a man named Kennedy present ?— I do not 
^member. I know many Kennedys. 

Did you not meet a man of that name at the Man* 
Chester-hotel, in London, about the time of the ex« 
plosions f—No ; I never met him on any occasion. 

Cross-examination continued,— I took part in the 
starting of the Land League at Ballydehob, county 
Cork, I made several speeches there. Speaking 
there in April, 1881, I said, " I shouldered my rifle 
in '67, and am prepared to associate and organize 
every organization to benefit my country." I referred 
only to constitutional organizations. I said I had 
taken part in ihe rising of 1867| and I was now will- 
ing to nelp in any constitutional movement. 

Mr. AzuvflOK.— 'Did you oa that oeeasioa mvi **U 
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any man' go behind your back and pay an nnjaiit xtot« 
or part of it, I won't tell yon what to do with him^ 
I won't tell you to nail his ears to the pomp, I won't 
tell yon to boycott him, but they knew how to meet 
him themselves ? " — I may have done. It is an« 
reasonable to expect a man to remember after ten 
years. 

Yon were aware that outrages had been committed 
in comity Cork ? — I am not aware of anything of the 
kind. I do not think that any outrages had occurred 
in the district up to that time. If I am reported in 
the Cknrk papers at that time as advising the people 
to boycott persons, I stand up for it now. 

Cross-examination resumed. — I knew that my speech 
would probably be reported, but I defy you to point 
to any speech of mine which was followed by out- 
rage. I remember making a speech at the Land 
League at Cork with reference to the police in 1881, 
My arrest followed that speech. I did not endeavour 
to corrupt the police, but I pointed out to them that 
the;^ could determine their engagements at a month's 
notice if the duties imposea upon them were not 
agreeable to them. That would not be a violation 
of the rules of the force. I do not remember tliat I 
promised the police money. My speech is reported 
m the CorJc Examiner of June 13, 1881. I think in 
that speech I told them that they would be helped to 
get to America, and that they could get employment 
on the other side of the Atlantic. I held out to them 
the prospect of emigration and transferring their 
services to foreign Governments like America. I do 
not consider it an attempt on my part to corrupt the 
police to point out the fact that they could determine 
their duties at a month's notice, and that they could 
transfer their services to foreign Governments. In 
that speech I stated that a fund had been started to aid 
police emigration. It amounted, however, to only 4 
few pounds. 

Did you not wish the police to believe that you had a 
fund to send them out of the country ? — It only 
amounted to a few pounds. I cannot tell yon how 
much. It ended when it was started. 

Who started it ? — I do not remember. 

Was there any money paid at all— any money really 
Obtained ?— I do not remembec 
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• Did you make any inquiry as to this fund before' 
making that speech ? — None whatever. 

Then yon endeavoured to mislead the police alto- 
gether ? — I thought the proposal to establish a fund 
i^as genuine, and that it would be supported, and 
that it would have some effect in releasing the men 
from a disagreeable duty. 

Then it was out of consideration to the police that, 
yon acted ? — Partly out of consideration to policemen 
who have to perform duties which are disagreeable 
to them. My desire was to disaffect the police 
force. 

Was that one of your efforts to put down crime ? — 
That would have nothing to do with it, because I 
have been more instrtmiental in putting down crime 
than the police force. The police are not very clever 
at putting down crime, but are very clever at break- 
ing people's heads. 

Did you ever suggest that any assistance should be 

S'ven to the police in putting down crime ? — I do not 
ink I have since the Coercion Act was passed in 
1881. Before that, I think I had very honest inten- 
tions of helping the police. 

Up to 1885 in what does your attempt to put down 
erime consist ?~In public denunciations in the first 
place. 

Of crime in the district ?~Yes ; and in particular 
cases if I were speaking in a district where crime 
bad been committed inomediately before. I went 
down to Kerry to denounce outrage. 

You had been a personal friend of the Curtins had 
you not ^-Yes. 

Did you ever denounce crime in any other county in 
Ireland ?— How could I when I was imprisoned for 
most of the time ? 

Oh, you were only imprisoned from March, 1881, 
nntil June, 1882. In relation to the denunciation of 
crime in the Curtin case, I think you did not denounce 
it in the d^trict ?—No, because the people would not 
listen to me. I tried at the chapel, and could get 
none of the congregation to listen to me. 

Why would they not listen to you ?— Thev were 
angry at the time, because one young man had lost his 
life,and they said Mr. Curtin fired the first shot. They 
said the men did not go with the purpose of taking 
bit lif«« He provoked toem into retaliation, ^ 
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■ They had gone with araw ?— Yes. 

And Cortin had lost his life ?— He had, I am very 
•orry to say. 

Were all the people in this district so much io 
sympathy with this moonlighter that they would not 
listen to you ?— The people seemed to be very angry. 

After the moonlighter lost his life ?— After the 
whole affair. 

Were they angry because Curtin lost his life ?— Thej 
were very sorry for him. 

' Was not their anger entirely because Curtin had 
fired at the moonlighter ?->-No, because Curtin had 
fired the first shot. Of course, you are not going to 
hold me responsible for this. 

Did you find any exception to that feeling in the 
district ?— Yes ; there were a great manv exceptions. 
Numbers of people attended the funeral. The jiro* 
minent men oi the district were with me. 

Who were they ?— Jeremiah Leahy, an old fellow* 
prisoner of mine, was one, and he it was whom I sent 
amongst them to tell them I was anxious to speak to 
them, but they would not listen to him. The popola- 
tdon seemed to think I did not imderstand the whole 
of the case. 

Were the members of the Fenian body an important 
factor in the agitation ?— Ko ; indeed they were not. 
I was trying to make them more so, but I did not 
succeed lo my entire satisfaction. 

Did they hold aloof from it ?— Yes, unfortunately. 

The Nationalists ?— As a rale. The rank and file 
of the Fenian organization did attend our demonstra- 
tions» and seemed to be well affected towards us ^ 
but their leaders had always held rather jealously 
aloof from us. 

Do you remember speaking in Clare on November 9* 
1885 ?— Yes ; I think I was there. 

Do yoa know a man named Bryan Clone ?— Yes. 

Is not he a prominent Fenian ?— I do not know ; 
tmt I know that he was put forward at a convention 
to be selected as a member of Parliament. I was 
there as a member of the Irish Parliamentary party, 
and it was my duty to oppose him, and I did so. I 
heard that he was put forward at that convention by 
the Fenian body, and therefore it was that I was 
X>bUg<9d to oppose him. 
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Did yon net represent in that speech that the actual 
Fenians and their sympathizers had carried the hurden 
pf the Land League platform upon their shoulders ?— 
X would fain believe they had ; tor a great many sood 
men in the Fenian party have aided us and helped us. 

Is it true that the extreme Nationalists had borne 
the burden ?•— Thev abstained from the hostility I was 
always afraid of, and many of their best men had 
given us assistance. 

** The men who have borne the Land League plat« 
form on their shoulders will not now turn their backs 
on it." What did you mean by that expression?—* 
That they had given us assistance by attending at tho 
meetings. 

Did you not mean in that speech to represent that 
the Fenian body had been the main support of the 
League ?— No ; I did not. I have told you what I 
meant— that the rank and file used to attena our meet* 
ings, and that many patriotic Fenians had given us 
assistance. You will, of course, allow for a man 
making a public speech, will you not ? . ^' 

Yes. But you used rhetorical exaggeration in Cork, 
to the police, and to the Nationalists of Glare ?— • 
Well, unfortunately, it was necessary to placate tiiese 
people. I had very great difficulty at that time. 

You have said that no outrage followed on anv 
speech you made ?— I should be very sorry to thinic 
any had. 

Do you remember making a speech at Lisgoold on 
June 26, 1881 ?— I think it wa^ shortly before my 
arrest in 1881. 

Do yon remember saying that If a man violated a 
principle of the brotherhood he snould be boycotted ?— 
% do not remember to have dsed that exjjression. I 
shoTud like to see that sneeuh reported in the Cork 
ffera^, 

(Beading.) 

'* I have one other proposition to make^to propose a 
vote of thanks to our worthy and reverend chairman 
here to-day. I am sure the Irish people were formerly 
very powerful ; but when joined oy the clergy of 
Ireland they were irresistible. I am sure a resolutioi> 
of this kind is always acceptable to an Irish audience. 
I pity the fellow-parishioner who has not come herQ 
to-day to join in that vote. I think he would feet 
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inore bappy in his mind if he passed in the seclusion 
of the land-grabbep. But I think he will live long 
enough to know that he represents his country's curse* 
Ms country's shame, an outcast to himself and 
fame." 

Witness.— An outcast, I should say, ** to TirtaOi 
peace, and fame." 

An outcast to himself it would be difficult t« 
imagine. Witness. — It must have been a Government 
reporter. (Laughter . ) 

They are not poetical ?— Ko. I was referring to • 
man that day who came out with a hatehet and cut 
down all the decorations of the village. 

Did you hear of a man named Timothy Carroll being 
fired at next day and boycotted afterwards for refusing 
to act as presioent of the branch ?•— I never heard of 
it. 

Did you denounce land-grabbing ?— Yes, very often, 
and I alwa;^s shall. I looked on it as necessary to puti 
land-grabbing down if the movement was to succeed. 
1 heard that opinion expressed by Mr. Shaw and the 
public speakers of Mr. Butt's movement. Mr. Shaw 
said in my presence that the land question could not 
be settled while land-grabbing existed. He used that 
word. He also spoke about evictions in connexion 
with land-grabbing, and expressed his desire to take 
the linch-pm out of the car whenever those men went 
to evict. 

Does there exist a great dislike to the Gk>yenmi6nt 
and landlordism in Ireland ?--Yes. 

Have you endeavoured to stimulate that dislike f^ 
I have endeavoured to give expression to it ; do yOQ 
think it needed any stimulation ? 

Have you not held up the laud-grabber as the prop 
and support of the whole system ?— -very likely as the 
prop of landlordism. 

You made a speech on April SO, 1884, at Midler 
ton. The learned counsel here read portions of a 
speech denunciatory of land-grabbing, in which the 
following passage occurred :— 

** Although I do look that Ennis Act in the face, I 
tell the land-grabbers of this country that I make war 
upon them. But I have also to ask uxe people— I hava 
to ask the people here to-day not to touch a hair in 
their heads ; but I have to ask them to leave i' 
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tevereljr alone, and I will tell you wby. There is a^ 
fann not many miles from here. 

"A Voice. — You can see it. 

*^ Mr, O'Connor.— You can see it from this very 
platform, owned by a man you all know — Ned Cotter. 
Why lant'yduto leave the land-grabber alone is this, 
because it is not safe to interfere with him. And 
■wl^ ? Ned Cotter was walking yesterday or the day 
before unon land he once tilled, and upon which he 
supported his aged mother. I believe in walking 
from the house of a neighbour over the land that bore 
Itiim, but the land-grabber was there^the man I ask 
you to leave severely alone. What did he do ? He 
fired at him, he shot at him ; but that man, that 
intended murderer, is walking at large to-day, and 
the |)olice are here to interfere with you in the 
exercise of your right. If Captain Plunkett exer- 
cised half the energy that he displays in crushing out 
the meetings of the Irish^National League with reeard 
to that grabber that fired at Ned Cotter he shoula be 
lodged in Hidleton Bridewell to-day." 

Witness. — Yes, I think that is a very good speech. 

I observe that you say first thatyou make war against 
the land-grabber and then you say, **Do not touch a hair 
of his head "? — ^Yes ; when making war against a land- 
grabber I always took the precaution to tell the 
people not to injure him. I wanted in that speech to 
refer in condemnation to the conduct of Cotter and to 
the police, who took no notice of what had occurred. 
t have denounced land-grabbing on other occasious,and, 
I think I have said that existing difiELculties would 
j^ever be removed until land-grabbing should have been- 
Stopped.' 

Was any punishment ever inflicted upon men who 
irere false to the Fenian cause ?— Not in mv time. 

But Fenians have been executed by members of the 
societj^ when they have been suspected of giving in- 
formation to the police ? — I do not know. 

If a man turns traitor may he not be executed ?— -I 
never saw it in the rules. 

But is it not a practice ?— I do not think it can be, 
because I knew many traitors who were not treated 
thus. I never knew that it was one of the tenets or 
practices of the Fenians to inflict outrages upon a man 
who should turn traitor. 
' What would be the effect upon a crowd partly com- 
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^sed of Fenians of holding: a man np as a traitor ?-^ 
when I spoke everybody knew of my Fenian con- 
nexion, and they knew very well that Fenians were 
opposed to outrage ; therefore, if I denounced a land- 
grabber they never understood me to mean, that an 
outrage should be committed upon him. 
Did you know John Daly, convicted for dynamite P 

'•^Yes. I did not attend a meeting in September, 1882, 
at a house in Mary-street, Dublin, and I never 
attended a meeting at which J. J. Clancy, Thomas 
Brennan, Matthew Harris, Hishom, J. O. Power, and 

.James Mullett were present. 1 did not meet any of 

.these people at the time mentioned by you, and I 
never attended any meeting in Dublin except a JjOBd 

,Leaffue meeting. 

Where did you see John Daly ?— I knew him for a 
great many years, and have seen him in Limerick and 
Cork. We were acquaintances of long standing. He 
was a tradesman. 

Was he a Fenian ?•— I think he was. I have heard 
he was so often that I do not doubt it. I never kneif 
what brought him to Cork. He lived in Limerick. 

^e subsequently went to America. I CQuld not tell 
you whether he went in 1874. 

In 1883 did you distribute the Martyrs' Fund in 
company with Miss Ford ? — No. I met her in the 
hotel in Cork. I did not know what her business was.. 
I accompanied her to the theatre one evening. I 

Jieard that she was Patrick Ford's sister. Not a word 

,was said as to her mission here. I did not see any 
reports in the newspapers as to the reason of her 
coming to this country. I have heard of the Martyrs' 
Fund in connexion with this trial. I had not heard of 
it before. 

Now, with reference to the arrival of the Kernr 
prisoners in Cork at the end of November, 1886, did 
yovi see an accomit of the proceedings in the news- 
papers ? — Yes. 

; I will read an account : — 

*' To-day the prisoners to be tried at the forth- 
coming assizes arrived in the city under escort. /Hie 
prisoners number 40. They were accompanied, from 
Mallow by Mr. J. O'Connor, M.P., and were met ali 
the Cork Station by an immense crowd. There was a 
larse body of police, hub their presence excited n6 
unf^endly demonstration. After the prisoners had been 
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admitted intotlie bnildine a meeting was held outsider 
Mr. J. O'Cozmor said ' tnat trial by jury in Ireland, 
the precions gem of the British Constitution, should 

fet fair play. There had been no fair trial by jury in 
reland. The juries were packed. Irishmen and 
Catholics were not allowed upon them.' " 
Then Tou referred to Foff and Barrett,* who« 
yon said, *' were innocent of the crime with 
which they were charged, and were hanged 
although the Goyemment officials of Castle- 
island and the Castle had knowledge of the fact 
that they were innocent." The officials, you ex- 
plained, " did not wish to stultify the obse^ 
quious hanging Cork jurors." That speech was 
delivered on the eve of the assizes, was it not ?— A 
Week or so before. 

Did yon know that the jurors who were to try the 
Kerry cases had been summoned to attend P~I did not 
pappose they had been. 

Did ifou mean to accuse the Government of the day 
ef deliberately hanging men whom they knew to be 
Innocent P—I did not accuse the Government, and I 
do not believe that the Lord Lieutenant had any know* 
ledge at all of the fact. My accusation was that the 
Government officials at Castleisland had knowledge 
of the fact that Pojff and Barrett were innocent, and 
that they also knew who were the real guilty parties. 

What you said was " The two men were hanged 
although they were innocent, and they knew at Castle- 
island and Dublin Castle that the men were innocent, 
and still they hanged them, because they did not wish 
to stultify the obsequious hanging Cork jurors."-^ 
What was in my mind was that tne officials at Castle- 
island would have communicated with somebody in 
the Castle. 

Then you thought that the Castle would hang men 
who were known to be innocent ?— That is why I 
spoke so strongly. 

Did you mean to influence the Cork jurors ?— No ; I 
intended to bring the public conscience to bear upon 
Crown prosecutors in Ireland. 

Mr. Ateivson.— Oh, they are past all hope, you 
know. 

Witness.— I wish to read what I had said two days 
before at Newmarket. I said '* We do not want to 
intimid»t9 Joroiv, bnt we wish t^at the institution 
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■hall be free and nnfettezed." I went on to say tHat 
the meetings which we had intended to hold with refer* 
ence to this matter had been sappressed. 

"Wlio were the officials in Castleisland who yon 8a^ 
knew that Poff and Barrett were innocent ?— I do not 
know who thev- were, bat I should say the inspector of 

S slice and the constable in charge. The police in 
astleisland at that time had been inereasea from 10 
to 100. 

Who were the officials whom yon poifited at^f 
pointed at nobody in particular. I simpW made a 

Siblic statement because every person I haa met ixt 
erry had told me that Poff and Barrett were inno* 
oent, and that the officials in Castleisland knew tbd 
men who had really committed the deed. 

Did you hear this before the trial of the two men ? 
•^No. afterwards. 

Bid vour informants represent that they thenuelTetf 
knew the actual guilt:^ parties P— No. 

Who were your informants P— Shopkeepeft ftnd 
customers of mine. 

Did they say how they knew that the men wece 
innocent ?— No. 

Did they ojffer to come forward at the trial to prove 
the men's innocence ?•— No. 

Did you ask them what foundation there was t(ft 
their belief ?— No ; they all assured me of the fact, 
and I believed what everybody said. I had no further 
information than the assertions and statements of men 
of honour whom I have believed all my life. 

What did these people know about the guilt orimio* 
cence of these men r— I took ,the common report of 
the district. 

Did you ascertain on what it was founded P 

The Fbesidxnt.— It amounts to this. Bome people 
in the district think that these men were innooent,and 
upon that you think 'vou are justified *in accusing the 
officials of hanging innocent men. That is allyoo 
have to say ? 

Witness.— -I may add that the two men themselves 
made a dying declaration to their priest who heard 
their last confession, which is a matter of solemnitjr 
and importance to a Boman Catholic. 

Mb. Justiob A. L. Smith.— Is it your belid! that 
the officials knew who the right men were.P— 7eS| 
my Lord* 
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Ms. Jfsticb a. L, Smith.— Why did they not hang 
jbhem iojitead of the others ?— Because they wanted to 
make me of them. 

^ M^. JuiTiCE A. L. Smith. — Tour statement is that 
.the police knew that Poff and Barrett were inno- 
jcent ? — Of course that was in connexion with what I 
haTe heard from others. I do not know from my own 
knowledge that' there is such a place as Australia, but 
everybody tells me so, and I believe it. 
; The PBssiDSJrT.—That is a most ridiculous staiie- 
,«nent. 

' Witness. — ^I took it in connexion with the statements 
on this matter of my customers and with the dying 
declaration of tibese men the night before they lost 
ilieir lives. 

7 The Fbssxdbnt.— That would not prove that both 
,»t Dublin Castla and at Castleisland they knew that 
^these men were innocent. That was your charge. 

Witness.— I know these officials and these police, 
ftnd I know tbey are capable of. anything that is 
sneaii, 'contemptible, and tyrannical. 
^ Mr. Atkinson.— Do you mean those adjectives to 
include the taking part in hanging innocent men ?— I 
^believe they are capable of it. 

Will you name the officials whom you charge ?— No^ 
1 will not name them. We have very good reasons in 
Ireland to entertain this opinion. 

You are aware that one of the officials at Castle^ 
4slaAd was Mr. Davis? — I am not aware that Mr. 
Davis was inspector at that time. I believe he is a 
very honourable man. 

, If he was inspector at that time, do you accuse a 
feian whom you describe as a very honourable man of 
taking part in hanging innocent men ? — ^He was not 
fthe only official there. 

But the principal one ?— I am not aware that he 

Have you ascertained at all who was ?— No ; at the 
^ime I probably kaew who was in charge. 

Did vou take the trouble to ascertain whether the 
man who you now say is an honourable man was the 
man whom you are accusing ? — I took the genera) 
/eport of the district and the assertion of men who 
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Ironld not tell me a lie, and on that I made mj'i^blia 
itatement, and I believe it was not wrong. 

The Fbssident (to Mr. Atkinson). —How manjfj 
^Imes are you going to invite this man to repeat this 
shocking charge upon no evidence whatever ? 
r Witness. — It is not more shocking than is deserved^ 
to those who are acquainted with the police in Ire* 
land. 

The President.— I repeat it is a shocking charge«| 
and ought not to be pat forward except npon- 
evidence. \ 

' Mr. LOCKWOOD.— I think that in the evidence of) 
Rice or Faussett they state that there was this 
general belief in the district. I only mention this^f 
my Lord, as showing that there was some grotmd fop 
the -expression. 

The Pbxsidbnt.— We know very well that the't 
populace often take up an idea of that kind, but thati 
is no reason why a gentleman of his position and » 
' member of Parliament should make the 8tatemenft[ 
openly without taking any steps to ascertain the truth 
of it. I 

Mr. LocKWOOD.^I would only say this, my I*oi«l— • 
that we cannot help • remember^g that there are • 
namber of charges of complicity with murder. $ 

; The Pbesideitt.— That has nothing to do with the 
observation. ''^ 

Witness.— The Judge on the bench, in charging tfae> 
jury, said in his charge that there was no ease to go 
before the jury if the evidence of a certain womanr 
was to be disregarded. 

The President.— I cannot disentangle this. Wcire 
you present when the Judge said this f 

Witness. — ^No, my Lord. 

The President.— Well, I cannot have it. 

Cross-examination continued. — Do you accuse the 
jurors of acting upon insufficient evidence ? — I do. 
• Mr. LooKWooD.— My learned friend is continniag to9t 
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lake Ihig gentleman over fhitk groondi on wbicli you* 
tiOidfihip nag exprewed your yiew, simply, I Bubmity 
to hdnahim in conflict with your tioidinips. 

The PBXSiDEKT.^It subjects me to a moral torture 
to be obliged to hear a man express such a view as to 
What is right. 

Witness.— My object was, if I possibly could, 
to arouse an expression of popular indisna- 
tion against the abominable practice of pacKinff 
juries, about which Mr. Atkinson knows a great deal 
more than I do. 

The Fbiszdent.— That has nothing to do with the 
question. 

^ Mr. ATEZKSOir.— I will pass by that personal ques- 
tion, my Lord. (To witness.) Did you on the next 
evening escort Timothy Hurley ?— I think I attended 
the demonstration. I think that a report of the pro- 
ceedings appeared in the Cork Herald, I tried to 
make a speech, but was prevented by the police. I 
do not think tnat I headed the procession. 

Mr. Atkinson then read the following report from 
tiie Cork Herald of December 2, 1886 :— 

•* Mr, 0'Oonnor,--Boys, I want you to give three 
cheers for Timothy Hurley. Two days ago we escorted 
the Kerry prisoners to gaol. Three cheers for the gaol 
(A voice. — ^Aod the plank bed) to which we escorted 
Timothy Hurley. He is the man who fought every 
floor of his building. We were prevented the other 
sight by a paltry little fellow named Shannon, acting 
anoer orders from Dublin Castle— were prevented from 
holding a meeting beneath the statue of justice. 
Justice has been polluted at the source. We as- 
sembled the other day, and we are assembled to*nightf 
to demand justice, we demand Magna Oharta and the 
British Constitution, and that justice shall not be 
denied or delayed to any man. It has been polluted 
at its source, it has been polluted within the four 
walls ' of that' building; and we are here to-night to 
see that if Timothy Hurley is to be put upon his trial 
to-morrow he muM and shall have fustice or we will 
know for what." 

go witness.) Is; that a fair report ?— As far as yon 
ve gone it fairly represents what I said. 
* Were you yourself a member of the grand jury of 
that very assise ?-*Yes, but I did not attend. I do 
^t remember whether I had received the sommoas. 
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I cannot recollect now. I know that I learned after-> 
wards that I was on the grand jury, and in consequence 
of the part I had taken in this matter I did not serro 
on the grand jury. 

What exactly was it you said that you cried to the 
crowd P—I cried, *• Three cheers for a fair trial," in 
order to give these boys a good cry. They had been 
cheering for the Kerry moonlighters, and I thought 
that that would be misunderstood. I did not cry, 
•' Down with the British Constitution " but •* Give 
us the British Constitution and British law." 

Did you say, ** Down with packed juries " ?— • 
•* Down with packed juries," undoubtedly ; and *^ No 
more Foffs and Barretts." That did not appear on 
the report because very probably the reporters were 
not there. The affair took place rather hurriedly, and 
there were no. reporters until we arrived at the gaol. 
It was on entering the city that I cried, •* Give ufl 
British law." I cried out these words as I was walk- 
ing along with the procession. I first said ** Cheers 
for a fair trial ' ' when I descended from the car, and 
directed the men to assist me in checking those boys 
who were cheering for the Kerry moonlighters, and to 
give them a good cry. I did not intend to address the 
people. It was only when the crowd swelled and 
partook of the dimensions of a demonstration that I 
thought it would be a good thmg to give public ez« 
pression to the belief tnat in Cork tbe juries were 
packed. 

To pass to another point : yon received a good deal 
of money from time to time from Mr. Famell ?— I 
never received money^ from Mr. Famell except what 
is contained in the information I have famished. 
Before my arrest on the 4th of July, 1881, 1 was made 
the medium of distributing some mone^. I could not 
tell you the amount ; sometimes I received a large sum. 

For what purpose ?— Chiefly for the purpose of pay* 
ing sheriffs' costs and costs of sales. 

In 1881 there appear some items in the Hibernian 
Bank account of money paid to you — £7 10s. on the 
30th of March, £176 on the 5th of May, £175 on the 
21st of June, and other sums of £11, £24, uid 
£23 14s. 6d. How was that money applied ?— Mostly 
for defraying costs of sales of the farms incurred by 
allowing the interest of the farm to go for sale. It 
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•Would be put up for auction and usually bought in by 
Homebody for the tenants, and the costs were defrayed. 
The cost of the writ and the sheriffs' costs were re- 
funded to the tenant. 

At this point the Commissioners adjourned, it being 
4 o'clock. 



Wednesday, July 10, 

The Special Commission held their 104th sitting 
to-day in No. 1 Probate Court of the Boyal Courts ot£ 
^Tustice. 

Their Lordships took their seats on the bench at 
half -past 10. 

On the application of Mr. LOCKWOOD, an order was 
made for the conditional temporary release of Dr. 
Tanner, M.P., for the purpose of enabling him to 
attend the Commission. 

The cross-examination of Mr. John O'Connor was 
resumed by Mr. At£I27SON. 

When the Court rose yesterday, Mr. O'Connor, I was 
asking you as to the expenditure of money received 
by you from Mr. Pamell. I observe that in May and 
^une, 1881, you received £292 in five cheques ?— Yes, 
eariy in 1881. 

Did you render an account of those moneys ?— I 
had no account to render except to present the 
accounts and get the money distributed. 

What accounts ?•— The accounts of the law costs and 
other expenses. 

. To whom did you present them ?— -To the central 
branch. 

And from whom did you receive the money ?— I can- 
not tell yon now. From those who were in charge at 
the time. 

These accounts would be kept bv the central 
branch ? — They would very likely be kept, but more 
probably I would have presented the bills of costs, 
and afterwards would have given them back to the 
parti-es with the money to defray themt 
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, Were these cheques sent to you from the head office 
in Dublin ? — They were either sent or I got them 
when I attended at the odce. As a rule I attended a 
meeting of the executive,* presented the accounts, 
advocated the claims of the tenants, and got the 
money for them if I possibly could. 
' When you attended these meetings did you see what 
' entries were made ? — I saw a minute of the nature of 
the claim made. I always furnished an account and 
a voucher. I cannot say whether those vouchers were 
kept. I think it was my practice to give the accounts 
back to the tenants with the cheques. I would probably 
present a list of the expenditure. I got the cheques 
.sometimes from the treasurer of the Land League — not 
Dr. Kenny, he was not treasurer then— and some- 
times from the organizing secretary. I do not know 
whether Mr. Dillon ever signed cheques. Large 
numbers of cheques were passing through my hands 
every day, both in my own business and in polities, 
and I cannot possibly remember by whpm they were 
drawn. I got the cheques from various people. 

Now, again, I see there are other payments, 
beginning on May 23, 1883, amounting to £342 14s. 
and going down to May, 1884 ? — I have entered in the 
small book you have all the moneys I have received 
'and expended. I think those items must be for 
expenses connected with the National League. 

Do you observe that these items begin after this 
book of vours is closed ?— Yes ; that would corre- 
spond with the statement I have made, that I kept a 
book only while there was no organization— that is, 
during the interval between the suppression of the 
Land League and the establishment of the National 
League. I know that sum includes one item of £100, 
which was received for the purposes of registration. 

Do you observe that the first item of this sum of 
,£342 14s. is dated in May, 1883, and this book of 
'yours closes in the previous month of April, 1883 ?^-* 
Xes ; that exactly corresponds with my statement. 

Had the National League sprung into existence ia 
May, 1883 ?— Yes, very probably it had. 

The Pbesident.— There was another association— 
the Labour Organization. 

Mr. Atkinson. — Yes, my Lord, I am coming to 
that. (To witness.) Do you know when the National 
League came into existence ?~-I do not remembei: 
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the exact date. It maj baye been in existence at the 
time covered by this nook of mine, bnt these moneys 
were given to me for a special purpose. I would have 
kept no account of the items which make up the 
£842 14s. They would have gone into the books of 
the National League with the Labour OrganizatioUi 
and I will tell you what they may possibly be for. 
There is £100 on October 20, 1883. That was for 
registration purposes. I cannot tell yon when I got 
this £100. We were paying great attention to regis- 
tration all over the country in 1883 and 1884, and we 
were ver^ anxious to get voters on the list, and I 
spent £100 in that way. 

For what purpose was this £342 14s. ze« 
eeived ?~It was received for various purposes. 
First of all, there was one way which ab- 
sorbed a good deal of the money. The members of 
the committee of the Cork branch of the National 
League as well as of the Land League were active and 
earnest men, and they usuall^r devoted their Bunda^rs 
to extending the organization, and we paid their 
expenses of doing so. I used to try and get this 
money back, and I kept it entirely distinct from the 
accounts of the National League and the Land League. 
I used to take up their accounts and get them paid. 
^Diat accounts for some of the money. 

Well, and £100 for registration. What was the 
balance for ?~For purposes of organization in some 
way or other. I cannot tell you exactly bow it was 
expended. We had an organization in Cork, and I had 
these accounts audited by the Cork committee, and 
when once audited I let them go out of my memory. 
That would be the time of the National League. I 
kept no account of expenditure except when there was 
no organization and no books. 

Was there not an organization from October, 1882 ? 
*-I do not think there was, except the Labour Organi« 
cation. 

Do yon mean to sav the National League was not 1q 
existence then ?— I ao not think it was in Cork. 

Have you any account of how you applied these 



monevs received by you from May 23, 18o3, to May, 
1884 ?~I have no account. I applied them to we 
purposes of organization. I used to pay these moneys 
away, sometimes in cash and sometimes undoubtedly 
by cheque. If yon want to see where I paid any of 
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the money l>y cheque my banking accoimt is open to 
yoQ. I did not keep the aecomits which I paia with 
these moneys ; I left them at the League offices in 
Cork. When these accounts were paid the incident 
was^ closed. They would not have been kept in con- 
nezion with the accounts of the branch, as thev were 
not incurred for business of the Cork branch, but for 
voluntary work done by some members of tiie com« 
mittee who gave their time and ability. That was 
one of the ways in which the money was spent. Some 
went in various other ways. At that time the Govern** 
ment were very active in suppressing our meetings* 
They were very reluctant to allow us to establuh 
this organization for some time, and it used to cost 
us a good deal of money to hold meetings without the 
knowledge of the police. We had to hold many 
meetings where one would have sufficed, and car hire 
amounted to a good deal. Sometimes we had to 
employ as many as five ciBkrs to get to these meetings • 

I suppose the car hirers sent in bills ?— Tes ; but 
not in connexion withthe business of the Cork branch, 
because, although these men were members of that 
branch, they were working voluntarily for the central 
branch. These sums were received for the legitimate 
purposes of organization. 

Did yon receive a cheque for £100 and a cheque for 
£400 ?— Yes. 

When did yon receive them ?— Some time at the end 
of 1882 or the beginning of 1883. All these sums 
were received by me on my release in July, 1882. 

From whom did you get them ?— From Mr. Pamell. 

For what purpose ?— For the purposes set out in the 
book you have. You see that is a debit and credit 
account. 

Do you know on what bank these cheques were 
drawn ?— -I do not remember now. 

Did you pay the £400 into your own bank ?— -I can* 
not possibly say now, but very likely I did. I have 
not my bank-book here. I will make a search if yoa 
wish and let you know. 

You cannot give their Lordships any idea as to the 
bank on which that cheque was drawn P—No, I ean« 
not, and I think it is too much to expect of any man 
who is handlins cheques every day to say on what 
bank they are all drawn. 



d by Google 



.04 ^^ABKRLLISM AND OBIME* 

Did von sabmit this account to anybody ? — Yes ; 1 
Bhowed it to some man in Cork. 

What was the society for which you were making 
these disbursements ? — No society. There were liabili- 
.ties which had been incurred whilst I was in prison. 

There are the names of a number of solicitors here. 
• Were the sums of money entered opposite their names 
.paid for costs incurred r— Yes ; incurred in the defence 
of prisoners. In some cases I made a large deduction 
from the bill sent in. That was when I was not 
.pleased with the defence, when I found that some 
people had been defended who ought not to have been 
aef ended. I remember making a deduction from the 
bill sent in in respect of the defence of O'Connell, 
the informer. If I had been out of prison many of 
the people who were defended would not have been 
defended. 

Did you not pay the costs for the defence of a batch 
Qf prisoners of whom O'Connell was one ? — I paid 
•debts due, which I regarded as debts of honour. At 
this time we could not secure any proper supervision 
of the accounts. 

That is hardly an answer. (Question repeated).— I 
cannot answer you, because unfortunately the bills have 
been lost. 

Were not a number of prisoners tried at the Winter 
Assizes for moonlighting outrages committed near 
Millstreet ?— Yes, and a large majority were 
acquitted. Some few were convicted ; but I would 
not consider conviction a reason why men should not 
be defended, because prisoners in Ireland have all the 
odds against them. If an error is made in defending 
'a man it is an error on the right side. 

Why did you object to the- defence of O'Connell ? 
Was it because he was an informer ?— No ; but 
because he had sworn that he had killed a man. I 
believe he admitted having shot a man named Leary. 
I will not assert this positively ; but it was stated 
that he had. I read the statement in the Freeman's 
Journal f I think. 

Did O'Connell admit this on oath ?~It was sworn 
by somebody that he had shot Leary. I think it was 
in the antunm of 1881. 

Do you know that O'Connell was only examined 
twice upon oath ?-^I did not know it. 

Can you explain the meaning of this item :— *' Dun« 
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manway, £100 " ?— That was to defray law costs in- 
curred by some men in Dnnmanway who boycotted 
a fair and were prosecuted in consequence and 
mulcted in very heavy damages. The people raised a 
subscription to defray the costs of the lawsuit, as the 
prosecuted men were nearly ruined. I gave them 
£100. The facts were briefly these :— The local 
landlord and lord of the manor had the right to hold 
a fair, and the people organized another fair, thinking 
that they were within their right. It was proved, 
bowever, that they were wrong in this supposition. 

There is an item ** 0'Neill,£65." Will you CK^ain 
that ?--0'Neili was the assistant secretary of the 
Oork«branch of the Land League. He was arrested 
some time after I was, and his salary was then due, 
^t he was not paid until I was released. 

" Cronin, £181.'* Pletise explain that entry ?— 
That person was the caterer who supplied the prisoners 
in Cork prison with food. 

Was P. W. Nally one of the prisoners so supplied 
with food ?— Cronin, I believe, supplied Mr. JNally 
with food ; but if I remember rightly his friends from 
Mayo defrayed the cost. 

. Was this bill of £181 incurred in respect of the 
prisoners from Mayo who were in custody on a charge 
of conspiracy to murder ?— I do not think it was. I 
think it was probably incurred on behalf of the men 
from Millstreet, who were acquitted. 

Where are the original bills ?— They were accident- 
iflly destroyed. My office and stores were burned 
down, and these documents, I am sorry to say, were 
lost in the fire. 

How is it that you omitted to make any mention of 
this account-book in your a£&davit of documents ?— I 
did not look upon it as a document, and I discovered 
it only a few days ago, when my parole was extended 
in order that I might go to my rooms to search for my 
I>apers. I was committed to prison on May 1. 

In October last you were not in prison ?~No. 



- IiMk affain, how did you come to make this state- 
ment in October :—-** I have not now, and never have 
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had, in my possession any deed, cash-book, voucher, 
receipt, memorandum, or other document relating to 
the matters in this in<][uiry " ?— I did not understand 
lit the time when I signed that document* that the' 
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scopo of the inquiry wonld extend to these accounts. 
I also thought that the book had been consumed in the 
fire. If I had known that I had the book, and that it 
was required, I should only have been too willing to 

£ reduce it. I never kept the accounts of the Land 
league or the National League. My position was an 
honorary one. I had an assistant seoretary at Corky 
and I did not keep the books. The treasurer kept the 
accounts. Therefore I believed that I was perfectly 
right when I signed that document. This book was 
only an interim book, kept when there was no organiza- 
tion. 

Have yon applied to any of the solicitors whose 
names appear in this book for copies of their biUs of 
costs, in order to ascertain what these sums were paid 
to them for ?— I have not applied. You can appl:^ if 
^ou like. Why should I go to the trouble of doing it ? 

paid the money for legitimate and proper purposes. 
I think it is a very proper object to secure people a 
fair trial in any circumstances* 

Was it in connexion with the organiBation of the 
National League that any of this money was spent ?-«• 
It was spent on the organization of the League, for 
the purposes of the agitation, of the movement. 
Some of the money went to help farmers. 

In the speech delivered by you at Cork, to which I 
referred yesterday, you said, ** It was only by tread- 
ing the scaffold and going to prison that anything was 
won for Ireland. They munt make the government of 
Ireland by the English people impossible in Ireland." 
What did you mean to convey by that ?— -Unfortu^ 
nately, a eood many Irishmen have trodden the 
scaffold, ana I do not think that they are regarded by 
their fellow-countrymen as any the worse for it. 

What did you mean to convey by the words, ** they 
must make the eovemment of Ireland by the English 
people impossible in Ireland " P— I wished them to 
Bhow that the English people were utterly incapable 
of governing Ireland. I wished them to demonstrate 
the incajMicity of the English people to govern Ire- 
land, their inability to satisfy the wants and require- 
ments of the Irish people. I wished them to do this 
by pointing to the state of the country, to the rack- 
rented tenantry, to the wasted resources of Ireland» 
and to the emigration of the people from a country 



uigitizea Dy \^jvjvj' 



-^iv 



KHB SFECIAIi COMMIBSiair« 'fSf 

Capable of supporting double its present population. 
That wonld be a way of showing that the government 
of Ireland by the English people was impossible. 

Bat, according to the report, the word jon nsed wai 
** make " the government impossible ?»-I think titiat 
is an error. That idea conld not have been present to 
my mind, because there was no necessity to make 
the government of Ireland by the English people 
impossible. The facts themselves demonstrated that 
it was impossible. I doubt whether I used the word 
«« make.'^ I should not like to use that word in that 
connexion. 

When did you get the copy of vour speech wMoll 
you have there ?— -I got it in my cell the other day. 

Did you query this passage in any way ?— Yes ; I made 
a note of interrogation in my mina about it. (Laughter.) 

If you were not convinced that you had uttered 
those words, how was it you did not query them ?— 
Perhaps I was not indusmous enough to do so. I 
thought it very strong language and a very indiscreet 
expression, and I thought that I had never used it. 

Why then did you write on the top of this and other 
documents, '* The following are our speeches " ?~I 
should have written " the reports of our speeches." 
I do not believe that I used the word '* make," and I 
should not like to use that word, there lH9ing ne 
necessity for it. The fact that the government of 
Ireland by England is impossible is demonstrated^ 
unfortunately, every day, by the emigration of the 
people, the inability of farmers to pay their rents, the 
waste lands, and the undeveloped resources of the 
country. 

And all these things you had in your mind at ihUl 
particular point of your speech ?— These facts are 
always present in my mind. 

Do you remember making a speech in Tipperary on 
October 7, 1888 ?— Yes ; that is the speech in respect 
of which I am at present undergoing a term of im- 
prisonment. I think that this Court was constituted 
before that speech was made, and therefore I do not 
think that tue speech falls within the scope of thi^ 



Tas Tipperarv very forward in the agitation ?^I do 
not think so : out the inhabitants very generously^ 
Out Of their own resources, assisted the people of Ire« 
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land to conduct a movement which was not neeessar/ 
for their own welfare. 

They were comparatively supine then, but they sub- 
Bcribed ?— Yes ; and every man is enrolled in the 
ranks of the National League ; hut they have theni;- 
eeives no neeid to agitate, not very much at any rate. 
The speech of mine which you are about to refer to 
ou^ht to be read from the beginning to the end, because 
it IS a political speech, and the aidvice which I gave 
was given for a political reason — ^that is, to demon- 
strate the failure of the Coercion Act. 
" Do you remember that Mr. O'Brien stated that 
Tipperary was one of the j>lace8 where the League 
-iras strongest ?— So it is in point of numbers and 
wealth ; but there is no great reason why the Iut 
habitants should join, excepting their strong desire to 
•id every National movement . 

Now listen to your speech : — 

.** I say that we are to demonstrate the failure of 
■an Act of Parliament, and I ask you to help^ us to 
make this demonstration. We have been going on 
without you ; we have been winning without you ; 
you have not been in line with the Irish people. You 
mu^t have a hand in helping us to reach the final goal 
of Irish independence.^' Was it not true that 
;Tipperary had been behindhand ? — ^They were not as 
]»ctive as they might have been. 

What did you mean by the words, *' We have 
been going on without you ; winning without you ; 
you have not been in line with the Irish people " r 
—They were not very active in agitation. If 
I may explain I should like to say that Balfour had a 
short time before said that his Act of Parliament was 
/a success. I did not believe it, and I said to the 
.Xipperary people that unhappily it was necessary for 
iis to demonstrate the failure of that Act of Parlia* 
xnent, and I asked the Tipperary people to help us to 
show that it was a failure. And they have done so, 
Y>ecause while, when I made that speech there was 
not a single Tipperary man in prison, there are 
several in prison now. 

Then you say that you encouraged them to commit 
Acrime ?~No, I never encouraged crime. They are in 
»rison because they have shown themselves active in 
^demonstrating the wants of the countz^r* 
[ 3y eoBimittiDg crime ?<^No, I repudiate altogether 
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the suggestion that I incited men to commit crime. 
t do not consider that I am a criminal although I 
am in prison. 

You select the fact that these men are in prison as 
a' test of the failure of the Act ?— Yes, because they 
have compelled Balfonr^who boasted of the success of 
hisAct, to pat his Act into operation, by patting these 
men into prison for making speeches. I ao not- 
recollect a man named Phillip J^arrell coming from 
America to see me at Cork in 1886, bringing with 
him a letter of introduction from Mr. Patrick £gan. 
I think I may safely swear that I am almost certain 
that I never received such a letter from him by post ; 
I have no recollection of such a thing. 

Did any person from America connected with the . 
Clan-na-Gael come to you in 1886 ?— Oh, no, never, 
never. 

Do you recollect the occasion of the Princd of 
Wales- s visit to Mallow ?— I do. 
' Did you interest yourself in getting up a counter 
demonstration on that occasion ? — I did. 

Was there a riot at the station at Mallow on the 
occasion ? — Well, 1 do not know what you call a 
riot. 

Was there a disturbance ?->The people were 
assaulted by the police, and were batoned and 
beaten. 

Were you there ?— I was. 

This was in April, 1889 ?— Yes. 

How far is Mallow from Cork ?— -Twenty-one miles 

Had arrangemeiits been made to receive the Prince 
of Wales by the people of Mallow ? — ^He was to have ' 
received an address from certain people in Mallow, 
and we were to have presented him with another. 
( You lived in Cork ? — I did at that time. 

Did .yoa recruit a band to go up to Mallow that • 

Soming ?— I did not, bat I know that one was taken 
ere. ; 

By whom ? By people connected with* Cork ? — I 
dannot tell whether they were invited by the Mallow 
people or were sent by the Cork people. 

Did you accompany them to Mallow yourself ?— I 
did. 

Did you read the reports of what took place at; 
Mallew station ?— I believe Z read them from tixi^e' 
to thae. 
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Do they fairly represent what took place on that 
occasion ? — I daresay they do, but the events them- 
selyes are more distinctly impressed upon my mind 
than the reports in the newspapers. Another band w as 
pent from CSiarleville, which is 14 miles from Mallow. 

Did yon pay the expenses of these bandsmen coming 
from Cork ?— I think I did. 

Have you a doubt in your mind about it P— No, 1 
have no doubt about it. I think I paid. I bought 
some railway tickets — I think 20 — ^f or one of the bands. 
I certainly did not buy hundreds of, or even 100| 
tickets. 

Why did you take the Cork band to Mallow ? — I 
was asked by some people at Mallow to bring them. 

What people ?— Some people connected with 
national affairs in Mallow. 

What were their names ?— I do not remember them 
now. You see that whenever people in the town get 
up a demonstration they usually write to Cork for a 
band, because they always like to have their demon- 
strations attended with music. 

Did you know that the people of Mallow were about to 
present an address to the Prince of Wales ?— I heard 
that sOme of them were. 

Did you resolve to prevent their doing so ? — Ko. 

Did you resolve to present a counter address ? — Yes, 
an address protesting against the misrepresentation of 
the London Times, the Standard, and other London 
newspapers. 

From whom ?— From the people of Mallow. 

Why did you bring the Cork orass band to Mallow ? 
•«— For the same reason that I took the Cork brass band 
to hundreds of other places in the neighbourhood on 
the occasion of demonstrations. 

You paid for their tickets ?— Yes, but I had the 
tnoney refunded to me by the people of Mallow. 

Was it not Mr. W. O'Brien who asked you to takq 
the band to Mallow ?— No. 

And did vou pay for the Charleville band also ?— No^ 
the men of that band were in better circumstances 
than the men of the Cork band were, and I believe 
they paid for themselves. I did not pay the expenses 
of anybody else than the bandsmen, except perhaps of 
Aheir manager. 

Did bondreds of people come up that moznlsg froza 
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Cork by train f— A good many resneetable people 
came down from Cork with ns to Mallow. 

For what purpose ?— For the same nnrpose that they goto 
meetings afl over the conntry and help in demonstra- 
tions. 

After that did the Frince of Wales oome to Cork f 
*^Yes» 

Was there a riot in Cork on that occasion ?— A 
Tiot? No. 

Did you see in United Ireland an account of the 
proceedings in Cork ? — I cannot say that I did. I do 
not read all the newspapers. 

You made a speech on the' occasion to which I am 
just goin{; to call your attention. It is headed :•— 
** The Prince in Cork. A startling reception. Hoot- 
ing and hissing along the line. The English flag torn 
to shreds. Cheers for the Mahdi and the Czar. Albert 
Edward flies out of the cit^. (Special telegram.) 

** The Royal party received a reception in Cork on 
Wednesday which their Koyal Highnesses will probably 
remember as an evidence of the real feeling of Irish- 
men towards the Goverimient of which they are the 
representatives. The Prince reached Cork a little 
after 11 o'clock. Outside the station a lar^^e crowd 
met the Boyal party and hissed them. The immense 
crowds hooted them all along the route to the School 
of Art, which the Prince named. The ceremony was 
interrupted materially by the Nationalists of the city, 
who assembled and sang ' God save Ireland ' in great 
chorus. Alon(i^ the streets the Queen's College stuaents 
hissed the Prince vigorously, and his Boyal Highness 
refrained from visiting that institution in consequence 
of their action. When passing by the college a Union 
Jack was torn from its post and was torn to shreds 
amidst cheers for Pamell. During the rest of the Prince's 
stay hisses were the order of the day, and several 
loyal young men were severely beaten. The last 
thing that the Prince heard as he left the city was 
' God save Ireland,' sung along the quays by thousands 
of people. The performance was freouently varied 
witn cneers for tne Mahdi, Pamell, Croke, and the 
Czar, and groans for the British Government. The 
Nationalist Major, Alderman Madden, was carried on 
the shoulders of the crowds, and Mr. John O'Connor, 
M.P., was loudly cheered wherever he went. Mr, 
CGonnort Z>c« Xanneri Mr. J, €• Flyzm, and othe« 
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Speakers afterwards addressed a large gathering of 
citizens. They appealed to them to refrain from' 
anything that would bring them within the clutches 
of the law. The city is overrun with police and 
military.'' Then it goes on to say:—** Strange to say, 
it was dad to the commonsense interference of the. 
Earl of Cork that the penitents of that institution* 
^ertf relieved from thef necessity of feingin|f * God . 
bless the Prince of, Wales,' which the Bishop imposed' 
on them. It was on the Western- road that the greatest . 
detnonstration of hostility occurred. Here, as soon 
as the Prince and Princess's carriage parsed, stone- 
throwing commenced, and nearly every carriage that 
followea was struck." Then it goes on :■— ** Mr. John 
O'Connor, who was received with the greatest 
enthusiasm, came forward and said :— * Men of Cork, 
the day is ours, ard victory sits upon our helms. Let 
the English Press now exult (hisses) if it will upon 
the unanimous and warm reception that Cork save the 
Prince of Wales. (Ironical cheers.) The Irish people 
were asked to be silent, and their silence was mis- 
construed into loyalty ; they were asked to be 
neutral, and their neutrality was met by insult ; but 
that misrepresentation and these insults were not con- 
fined to the English Press. Even the Prince of Wales 
himself was unmanly enough to tell us that our pre- 
sent state was due to the natural course of events. 
The solid South has spoken since Monday (cheers) 
with no uncertain voice of ** the divinity that doth 
hedge a King," and of the bayonets with which a 
King can smrround himself. When we were silent they 
not only rejoiced, but misconstrued our silence, and 
all I can say of the demonstration to-da]^ is, to use a 
familiar phrase, that they may put that in their pipe 
and smoke it. (Lau^ter and cheers.) I have three 
duties to perform. First of all, I have to thank the 
people of Cork for their manly and determined attitude 
of to-day. That indicates that the same course which, 
was pursued to the Nationalists in Dublin dare not be 
pursued towards them. (Cheers.) They s^ke nut, 
and they spoke out spontaneously, and Without any 
organization whatever. For that I thank them, and 
thank them in the name of the Irish National League, 
in the name of the Irish people, and in the name of 
the Irish Parliamentary party, and of Mr. Charles 
dtewart Pamell himsen. * (Grtat cheering.) Another 



d by Google 



fsa spEaAL GOHMissioir. 6^ 

duty I liaye to discharge is to draw jonr special 
attention to the newspapers that insultM ns^ 
YHisses.) First of all, I have the English Time^ 
(ffroans) — the English Tivfiety which said that the 
Nationalists of Ireland had joined with the Loyalists 
in giving the Prince of Wales the most enthusiastic 
and warmest welcome ever accorded to any individual 
in Ireland. (♦* No, no.") We tell The Times that wa« 
a lie. (Cheers.) (Here the hon. member produced a 
copy of The Times, and, tearing it in pieces, threw it 
in the streets.) Next I have the Standard, which said 
that the Nationalists of Ireland were confined to the 
needy editors, the ambitious counter- lumpers, and 
other people of that ilk. We will treat that paper 
as it deserves at this vast meeting of 20,000 rebel 
Cork men. I have the Saturday Bevtew, that with its 
wisdom called upon the English people for their 
^vmpathy with the Nationalists of Irelaiid. We treat 
fcnat sympathy with the contempt it deserves. Now, 
friends, we have done our duty to-day, and I think 
that Ireland will say that we have done it well.' *' 
Is that a fair report of your speech ? — I think it is. 

And the report of what occurred, is that accurate 
also ? — I do not think that the report is accurate. It 
is not correct to say that we insulted the Frince of 
Wales, because nothing was further from our minds 
than to do so. Neither is it correct to say that we 
groaned at the Prince of Wales. 

Was there no groaning ?->Yes, but it was not 
directed against the Prince of Wales. It was directed 
against some people who lived in Cork, and who were 
identified with the misrepresentations I have referred 
to. 

And did this outbreak of feeling against those people 
of Cork happen to manifest itself just as the Prince 
of Wales was passing ?— Yes. 

Is it true that the carriages were pelted ? — I nevec 
heard of it. I think one man threw an onion at the 
prince's carriage, and he was arrested by the people 
and handed over to the police. It was found after- 
wards that he was on ex-soldier, a pensioner, and a 
lunatic, and he was discharged by the police. 
' Is the report of the occurrence wMeh appears in 
(be Cork Daily J7era2d8ubstantially correct ^-It does 
not give my speeeh. The description of the proceed* 
J9gt appears to be rather exaggerated. . 
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Re-ezamined by Mr. Lookwood.— I shotdd think 
that the Prince of Wales had been in Ireland aboat ft 
week before I made the speech that has been read. 

What was the manner adopted by yourself and the 
others who thought with von towaras the Prince of 
Wales ? — We issued an address to the Irish people, 
rec^uesting them to observe towards the Prince and 
Princess of Wales an attitude of respectful neutrality. 

And do you believe, as far as your experience went, 
that that address was acted upon, and that your appeal 
was listened to by the people up to a certain time ? 
»«Yes, it was. 

How was it that it was not acted upon throughout f 
»— In consequence of what appeared in the London 
Times and tne Standard, The following appeared in 
the London Times on the Thursday before my speech 
was delivered : — 

*' It is impossible now to set aside political con« 
siderations m connexion with yesterday's display* 
There is no doubt that the challenge thrown down by 
the Separatists was warmly taken up b^ the Lovalists 
of all shades of opinions. It is impossible to despair 
of the future of Ireland when even Nationalists join 
with Loyalists^ and if thev did not there must be very 
few Nationalists in Dublin, in giving a reception 
almost unparalleled in the warmth and extent of its 
enthusiasm to the Heir to the Throne." 
Xt was against that language that we protested. The 
object of our address to the Prince was to TOrotest 
against the misrenresentations of the London Times. 
wnich drove us irom our attitude of respectful 
neutrality, and obliged us to come out and show tiiat 
reasons existed for disaffection and disloyalty in Ireland. 
I may say that to every one of us it was a most 
regrettable incident. 

You went to Mallow ; were ;^ou allowed to present 
Tour address ?— No, we were driven from the platform 
by a column of police who batoned us ; the military 
were drawn up, and if it had not been for the inters 
f erence of a humane magistrate named Butler the 
people would all have been slaughtered. We wero 
merely standing on the platform, and it was not the 
arrivaljplatfonn, either ; we had offered no provoca* 
tion. We, who believed ourselves to be the repre« 
Bentatives of the national feeling in Ireland, wero 
relosed ftccewi to the 3?rince ana driven away »lto* 
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getlier. That had the effect of exasperating jniblio 
opinion. There was nothing whatever, either in my 
conduct or that of those with me, to justify this 
bludgeoning of the people, but we are pretty well 
accustomed to that now ; at all times, nearly, when 
we practise the rights and privileges that the people 
ought to have, we are batoned. 

I will now read an extract from the speech of Mr. 
Harrington in the Cork Daily Beratd^ April 14 
(reading) : — 

** They did not wish to raise any objection to 
the few individuals in this country who sympa- 
thize with English rule and wish to demonstrate 
their loyalty to an alien system of government. 
They did not desire to throw any obstacle in 
their way, but when the recognized organs of English 
opinion, almost with one accord, were makinsr 
the Prince's visit to Ireland an opportunity oi 
insult to the feelings of the people and the people's 
leader, and to the great Arcnbishop of Cashel, they 
deemed it their duty to show to the young men of 
Ireland that the National sentiment of the people was 
in no way weakened before the glare of British 
Eoyalty.'* 

This is from Mr. William O'Brien's evidence 
(reading) ; — 

*' Less than a ^ear after the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland was passing that way, and because the Lord 
Lieutenant of Ireland, the Queen's representative, 
was a person who had a leaning towards the Irish 
^Nationalists, the very people who came on the visit of 
■the Prince of Wales would not go near the railway 
station, and it was the Nationalists, the people who 
attempted to tell the Prince of Wales the truth, and 
the Nationalists alone, who greeted the Queen's repre* 
tentative." 
Were you aware of that incident ?-^Yes. 

When did it take place ? 

SZB H. JiLMSS.--Had he anything to do with it ?-« 
Witness. — No. 

The Pbesidekt.— This is something that occurred a 
year afterwards. 

Mr. LooKWOOD (to witness). — A. speech of yours of 
October 8, 1888, was referred to ; have yon a copy of 
that speech ?— Yes. 

It was made after this inquiry began P^YeSi on 

3 
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October 7. At the time I made that speech people 
were being sent to prison for making speeches, 
attending meetings, selling United Ireland, booing 
the police, and cheering Mr. Gladstone. I did not 
consider these offences as crimes ; I do not consider 
myself morally bound by the Coercion Act, and I said 
so in the House of Commons when it was being 
passed, and I maintain that attitude towards it. 

Now I come to the books of account. As I under- 
stand, this little book , marked * 'John O ' Connor,! , * ' does 
not profess to represent disbursements made from day 
to day ; but represents payments made by you when 
you came out of gaol ? — Yes, when I came out of 

f:aol everybody to whom there was money due applied 
o me, because before I went to prison I was looked 
upon as occupying a rather prominent position in the 
south of Irelana ; and, although I had no formal 
authority, any man who wanted money or assistance 
applied to me, and every man to whom there was 
money due applied to me for payment. I came to 
Mr. f amell and said that there was a lot of money 
due to men about Cork for various purposes. The 
organization had been broken up by Mr. Forster when 
I was in prison, and some of these expenses may have 
been recklessly incurred ; I said that was nothing to 
the purpose, that I thought these liabilities ought to 
be discharged for the credit and character of our 
movement, and more especialljr if we wished to 
establish any other movement in the future. The 
purposes in respect of which this monev had been 
expended were principally the defence of prisoners ; 
and I am ha|>py to say that the defence resulted in 
some cases — in the overwhelming number of cases — in 
an acquittal of the accused, who otherwise would 
have been undefended ; and the support of some of 
these men in their imprisonment. I only desired to 
secure a fair trial for these men who were charged. 
I am under the impression that I declined to pay 
some money for the defence of O'Connell. He was 
implicated in the murder of a man named Leary, 
that was stated publicly over and over again, and I 
believe there was blame attaching to the Government 
for having accepted the evidence of a mun who was a 
known murderer. Believing that he was a murderer, 
or that his hands were imbrued with crime in som» 
way« I did not wish to assist in his defence. That 
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pnncipie was the principle upon wliich I acted in the 
ease of other men. Yoa will find deductions from ail 
the amoimts for the solicitors ; these dedactions were 
made from claims made for the defence of men whom 
I believed to be guilty. In some cases the dedactioni 
were made by the solicitors themselves, who took 
a smaller amount in payment of a larger amount. 

So far as you know, did any of the moneys that you 
disbvirsed ^o towards the encouraging of the commis« 
sion of crime or outrage ?— No, certainly not ; and I 
remember, when I applied to Mr. Famell for these 
moneys, who was always kind enough to give me 
what I asked, he said, •* I trust to you, O'Connor, to 
see that you will not spend any of this monev f ot 
purposes ttiat will not bear investigation,' * and I had 
always that caution of Mr. FarneU's present to my 
mind wiien I made these payments. 

Would there also be payments for the relief of 
tenants who bad engaged in litigation ?— No. There 
was a farm in our possession and I wanted to give it 
back to the owner ; we were losing by having to pay 
rent for it ; there were several items of rent paid on 
the same account. 

As a Fenian, your object was the establishment of 
an Irish Republic ?— Yes. 

And that was to be accomplished bv the force of 
arms in open warfare ?— Yes ; I never lent any coon* 
tenauce to the commiMiou of crime or outrage. It is 
quite foreign to the dis]>oBition of every good Fenian, 
because our notions of Ireland and the redemption of 
Ireland were of a chivalric nature. When 1 deter* 
mined to give up Fenianism and associate myself with 
the open movement I looked upon the movement 
which was established by Mr. Davitt and taken up by 
Mr. Famell as one that was calculated to embrace 
all the people of Ireland in one grand effort to obtain 
legislative independence, because I was rather dis* 
appointed with the Fenian movement, it was so smaU 
in its compass and so few people joined it, and jiar- 
tieularly so few who were able to give it materia] 
assistance. I was very much disappointed with it, 
and I gladly embraced a movement whidi was likely 
to take in all the people of Ireland in one grand 
effort to establish legislative independence. After I 
left Fenianism I had nothing further te do with it 
whatever, except that J was on friendly terms with 

8— a 



uigitizea Dy v^JV7V7' 



gle 



as ^ABVSLLISM AND OSIMB. 

ibe individuals I knew before » and I tried to attacb 
ibem by conversation and conviction. That was one 
of the objects I had in view, and I have succeeded in 
» great maay, I may say illustrious, cases. To de- 
nounce the Fenians would have been a course which 
would have been likely to alienate them from us and 
to make my work of conversion difficult. 

You were asked as to having seen General Millen. 
Was that before 1880 ?— That was before 1880 ; at 
that time I had actively ranged myself with the open 
organization. 

With reference to disaffecting the police ?— I do 
not think the word disaffect was one I saould wish to 
use. His Lordship rather sprung it upon me at the time. 

The President made a gesture of dissent. 

Mr. LOCKWOOP.— No, no— I think it was my learned 
friend. 

Mr. Atkinson.— I used tne word ** corrupt." 

Witness. — What I should have said— what was in my 
mind — was, that if theie were in the ranks of the 
police any men who thought the duties of a policeman 
uksome, and were inclined to leave the police, that 
I would encourage them to do so, they firbt of all 

giving the necessary month^s notice,whlch determined 
he engagement with the Government. It was cer« 
taiuly a speech of encouragement. The police were 
not so much distrusted by the people then as thev 
have become since. At the time I made that speech 
it was in the early stage of the operation of the first 
Coercion Act, and the police had not come into con- 
flict with the people so often at that time. They had 
scarcely been engaged at all in evictions up to that time* 
We were all on very friendly terms with the police 
luid inclined to assist them in every way we could ; 
and to put down real crime I /^o-operated with them, 
I know, more than once prior to that period. 

What has been the effect since of the employment 
of the police in carrying out these evictions, burning 
down tne houses, battering in the doors and so on-^ 
what has been tne effect on the minds of the people ? 
—Well, to destroy whatever sympathy existed between 
the people and the police ; the people now regard 
the police as their enemies instead oi their protec- 
tors, and they are disinclined to co-operate wilin them 
In any way. 

4x9 joa awajre of ray outrage orxxime ioU,owin£pn 
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any speech which yon had made ?— I am aware of 

none ; I am very happy to say that no speech of mine 
has heen followed by an outrage anywhere, because 
the people knew so well that I was opposed to the 
commission of crime and outrage. I exerted my 
influence in that direction. 

In this inquiry, so far as you are concerned, we 
have a period extending from 1879 up to the last 
speech of yours that was quoted— October, 1888. 
Could you give us any approximate idea as to how 
many speeches you delivered during that period that 
have been reported in the papers ? Can you tell us 
within hundreds, all with Government reporters 
present ?— At one period, just before my arrest, I used 
to speak at public meetings every Sunday, and to 
make about two speeches every Saturday at the 
National League ; that went on for months, and since 
my release in 1882 I established a great many 
branches of the National League throughout the 
South of Ireland. I spoke very frequently, and must 
have delivered hundreds of speeches. I have taken 
an accurate note of the number of my speeches to 
which reference has been made in this inquify, and 
the number is five ; some of them have not been 
read, and the reports of the speeches that have been 
furnished to me from this Court are very often inac* 
curate ; they seem to have been supplied by a Go« 
vernment reporter, they are so inaccurate, aod I have 
compared them with speeches reported in the Cork 
papers. 

Have you a copy of the report of the Holy Cross 
speech of July 6, 1886 ?— Yes. 

Now, will you read from the Govemmeot reporter's 
report the words attributed to you ? — It is not so 
much the words attributed to me as the words 
omitted. 

Sib H. James. — My Lords, these copies were 
handed to my friends at the early part of the proceed* 
ings, and we asked whether they challenged the accu« 
racy of them ; they did not, and we had the re* 
porters here to prove them and to be cross-examined 
if any question arose. 

Mr. liOOKWOOD.— -How could you reasonably oaU 
noon us at any particular period of this case to achnit 
the accuracy ot all these speeches ? 

Sj» 9. Jambs.— I should have thought the penoa 
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to Whom tbe speeches ref enred should hare been sp^ 
pUed to. 

The J^KSSIDEST.— They were generally admitted, 
bat I do not think I oi^ht to prevent a particular 
kistanoe from being examined. 

8 IB C. BussELL (to witness) .—What is the omis- 
sion tiiat yon eomplain of ?-^There is one report here 
which says *' No rent should be paid,'' and what I 
said was " No rent could be paid," because no rent 
was. made. 

What is the contemporaneous report you refer to ?— 
The Cork Examiner. 

' This, my Lords^ is from the speech as printed on 
the note (feading) : — 

" 1 was told by a landlord who faims 2,000 acres 
that, thoujB^ he employed the highest system of agri- 
onltare, tor the last two years he failed to make a 
wofitout of his land. Well, if this is the case in 
Knglitnd, where they have all the advantages of 
ca^tal, how is it to be with the Irish farmer, who 
has no capital, who is being ground down by a system 
of rack-rent and landlord tyranny until the very soul 
is being ground out of him, and the very land reduced 
into a state of barrenness ? No rent should be paid.'' 
Kow, ihe.Cork Examiner (reading) : — 

"How was it with tne Irish' farmer who had no 
capital* and who had been eround down by a system 
of rack-renting and landlord tyranny until the very 
soul was ground out of him r Bent could not be 
paid ; they were on the eve of a new struggle, in 
which it would not be necessary to issue a No-rent 
Manifesto to bring the Irish tenant farmer up to that 
sticking-point when he would put his back against 
tbe ditoh, savin|r, ' Here I stand ; I will pay no 
rent^and I will stick to my farm at tbe same time.' " 
This is from the Cork Examiner f July 6, 1885. 

Be-ezamination continued, — You were asked about the 
Martyrs' Fund ; you say you never heard of it ?— No ; 
it is a matter with which I had no connexion or 
knowledge. 

With respect to the question of jury-packing, do 
you prodace any extract ?— Yes ; it is from the Cork 
Sertudt and refers to the Assizes of 1884. It is a 
protest of the Cork C»tholic jurors in meeting? as- 
sembled at the Chamber of Commerce. The meeting 
look |dac0 about tbe same time that Z -deUveredthe 
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Saeebetf aboot which I wai cross-examinttd Mtor^ 
y. I was not present at the meeting, but I sag*: 
gested its being held, in conseqaenee of the Orovn 
prosecutors ehallenging every Catholic juror. 

The Pbesidbnt.— Do I understand that this it a. 
presentment of the jury ? 

Mr. LooKWOOD.— No, my Lord ; it is a meeting ; 
fliid I wish to put the report in to show the Tiew 
which was entertained by msay persons. 

The Pbesidicnt.— That has been deposed to by many 
witnesses. I do not think it ia necessary to carry it 
further. 

Mr. LOCEWOOD.-^I am content, my Lord, with the*' 
fact that there was a meeting held in thai cdreotion, 

Gro8S*examined by Mr. Davitt.— You were asked 
whether a man called Farrell called upon yon inCk>rk| 
and you said that a man named M^jDermott oallea 
upon him in 1883 ; do you know whether he had aagr 
tuia$ ? 

The Pbxridbkt.— I am loath to interrupt you« Mr. 
Davitt, but this does not arise out of the cross«>ezami'* 
nation. 

Mr. Davitt.— He was asked, my Lord, whether taxr- 
one came to him from the Clan-na-Qael. (To witness.) 
Do you remember M'Dermott talking to you in Corlc 
about the Clan-na-Gael ? — I do not. 

Did he show you a letter from O'Donoraa Bowa f 
-^Yes, he showed me a letter. 

Was it then notorious that O' Donovan Bossa wa« 
connected with the Clan*na*Gael ?— I do not re« 
member. 

The PBBSiDxyT.-— To what does this lead ? 

Mr. Davitt. — I wiUi, xny Lord, to establish mr right 
to read from the Iriih World of A.agust 25, 1883, an 
account of the doings of this M'Dermott in Cork in 
promoting dynamite outrages in that and other cities ; 
my allegation being that at that time he was in the 
pay of the Government oi&eials in Ireland. 

The Pbxszdxnt.— Whatever inclination I mav have 
had to indulge you, Mr. Davitt, is put an end to hy 
that statement. We cannot take these statements of 
general charges made against Government officials. 

Mr. Davitt. — I am putting in proof, my Lord, the 
Jrith Worldf which paper has been admitted in evi* 
denee against the persons charged in this inqoiry. 

!Che J^Bau>XKT.-«'Yes ; it is admissible in e?ide&e» 
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when It If shown to be acting in combination With 
yon ; bat it is not evidence when it makes statements 
against particular individuals. 

Mr. Davitt. — In this instance M*Dermott had a con- 
versation with the witness, in which he talked of 
dynamite. 

The President.— Yes ; but I had occasion yester- 
day, with reference to this very point, to say that the 
witness is not at liberty to tell conversations with I 
donH know whom. 

Witness. — I have made no allegations against Go* 
vemment officials that I am not prepared to prove. 

The President.— Well, you must prove it in a legal 
manner, not by such assertions. Mr. Davitt, you have 
always shown propriety in accepting the ruling of the 
Oourt, and I must rule that you are not to asK ques- 
tions OD this matter. 

Mr. Davitt.— Of course I will bow to your Lord* 
ship's ruling. 

Mr. Daniel Crilly,M.P., examined by Mr. T. HAH- 
EINGTON, said,— I was elected member of Parliament 
for North Mayo in 1885, and again in 1836. I am a 
journalist, and previous to my election I occupied a 
position on the Nation. I have been occupied in 
journalism for 20 years, but J did not begin to work 
for the Nation till January, 1881. During my con- 
nexion with that journal three newspapers were pub- 
lished in its office. These were the Nation itself, the 
Weekly iVcws,and a little paper called Young Ireland. 
I was sub-editor of the Nation ^ and during the time I 
occupied that position frequent denunciations of crime 
appeared in its columns. 

Cross-examined by SIR H. JAMES.— I cannot saj 
that I belonged officially to the Land League, but I 
took a very active part in the land movement in 
Dublin in 1881 after I joined the Nation. Prior t<J 
1881 I was in Liverpool, and only visited Dublin 
during my holidays. I have never at any time be« 
longed to the Irish Republican Brotherhood, because I 
believed that the wrongs of Ireland could not be 
righted by secret or revolutionary methods. 4 was an 
ordinary member of the Land League, and took no 
part in its management, I attended Land League 
meetin|[s in Dublin. I had full confidence in the 



d by Google 



«HB SFEOUIi OOUHIBaiOK. ft 

knanagement of the Land League because Mr. FameU 
was at its bead. I knew nothinf^ of the League whiell 
was not open to the public, and whatever might have 
been done by the executive or the branches I knew no- 
thing about. Inl886andl887 Imadeanamberof speeches. 
On the 20th of September, 1885, I spoke at a place 
called Mayo, in Queen's County. 

SiB H. James read the speech made by the witness* 
in which he said that if the sx>irit, the sentimentu 
and the earnestness of the Irish National Land 
League were put into shape in the Irish town of 
Mayo in the winter of 1879, he thought it would be 
confessed that the same spirit of manhood and 
patriotism and imcompromising hostility to British 
rule in Ireland existed as strongly in that Irish town 
in 1885 as it did in Mayo in 18/9. He also strongly 
denounced land-grabbing, and remarked that in the 
system which soucht to maintain in Ireland British 
misrule, the land-grabber was placed by the side 
of the informer, the spy, and the hangman. (To 
witness.) You were in favour of boycotting to 
(he last degree ?— Undoubtedly, short of injury. With 
reference to the speech in question I may say that* 
although I strongly denounced land-grabbinjj;, yet ia 
the same speech I advised the people to uiflict no 
physical injury on the landgrabber I denounced. 

Cross-examination continued. — I did not write tho 
leading articles in the Nation, Mr. T. D. Sullivan 
or Mr. Clancy was responsible for them. I should 
not be surprised if they denounced landlordism as 
responsible for the state of the country, because tha^ 
was the general opinion. 

Be-examined by Mr. Habbikoton.— I have never 
known bovcotting to be practised against a Conserva* 
iive who had supplied goods to a land-grabber. 

Mr. LocKWOOD. — I now propose, my Lords, to call 
evidence outside the five counties for the purpose of 
meeting the suggestion that the League was merely o 
League for the purpose of carrving out crime and ont« 
rage, and for the purpose of snowing that outside tho 
five counties incrimmated there was an active organiza* 
tion with a legitimate object. 

The Fbbsioent.— Are you making that statemonlfi 
Mr. Lock wood, with the view of invitiixg on^obsoxvA* 
iion frozu JAO J fiUaughter.X 
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^ -Mr. IiOOXWOOD.— Ko, my Lord ; bnt I am anzloiii 
4luit ■ you should accept the evidence, and I do not 
%hink there can be any objection to it. 
''*"TPb« PRKSIDBKT.— I suppose WO are all equally 
«mEioQS ^at this inquiry snould come to an end some 
a|ime or other. (Laughter. ) 

Mr. LOOKWOOD. — I believe there is a widespread 
Msh in that direction, my Lord. (Laughter.) I will 
liot take any credit to myself, because credit should 
'be giyen where it is due ; but I think great credit 
is due to my friend Mr. Beid, who has devoted a 
great deal of tiiiie to the perusal of evidence and has 
rejected a great deal. 

The PftSSlDEiTT.— -I am perfectly willing to leave 
it in your hands, only I hope you will make it as 
short as you possibly can. It has become a very 
Serious thing to the administration of justice that we 
should be detained here so long from our other daties. 
' BIr. LoOKWOOD.— My Lord, some of us would like 
to return to our duties also. 

i Mr. Edward Gallagher was then called and examined 
t>y Mr. LlOHEL HiRT. *He said,>-I reside at Stra* 
^ne, county Tyrone, and am one of the Poor Law 
fguardians there. I am treasurer of the local branch 
of the National League. All the town commissioners 
(of Btrabane, with two or three exceptions, are 
inembers of the League ; two or three are members of 
the Protestant Home Rule League. I remember the 
%Mid League being formed at Strabane immediately 
iaf Her it was started in Dublin ; thi»t would be about 
January, 1880. Our League held some public meet- 
ing,' attended by people of all denominations. It 
•xisted until- the Land League was suppressed by Mr. 
Forster^ The parish priest. Father O'Hagan, is at 
present president of " ' ' " 

EtiOfetair priest, Path 
there at the present i 

|>eople and working men in the neighbournood. 
' Have there been frequent denunciation of outrage by 
70ur League ^--Outrage has always been denounced, 
tt was regarded as being very much against the 
interests ot the Irish people generally. The Land 
][ieague in times of exeitement always warned the 
aeople ; at public meetings, at election-time ; and 
la the case of anniversaries, such as the 15th of 
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AugoBt and the 25th of OotobiBr, th»y w«ni«d th« 
neople from holding deinoiiitrfttiozi8» and I zsay nj 
tnat since the adoption of the League there hare been 

S recessions in parts where the majority • are Homaii 
atholics, and their have never been interfered with... 

In your opinion nas the establishment of the National 
League in tnis district been beneficial to the oanje of 
peace and order ?^t7nquestionably it has. 

By Mr. Davitt.— Do you know of your own know«i 
ledge whether there is a widespread distrust of what 
are known as the Castle people ?— Yes ; I know that. 
That distrust would extend to the head of the deteotiv# 
department of the B.I.C. 

Cross-examined by SiB H. Jakbs.— Did you belon|[ 
to any araociation before yon belonged to the lAoa 
League ?— No. 

Tyrone. I suppose, is a county in which ther« if • 

Sood deal of difference in political. opiBion ?--*Aent* 
ifference. I believe it was a very quiet ooimty 
before 1879 or 1880. 

The returns, my Lords, show for the year 1877 four 
agrarian crimes, 'of which two were threatening 
letters ; for 1878, three, of which two were threaten^ 
ing notices ; and for 1879, 11, of which five were 
threatening notices. (I^o witness.) When wae yoof 
Land League esUblished ?— About 1880 ; I think, ia 
January, 1880. The National League, I may Jay, hai 
been principally used for purposes of registration and 
carrying out Parliamentary work. 

You came into existence again as the National 
League ?— Yes : immediately after the National League 
was started in Dublin in October, 1882. 

And then it acted principally as a regUtratioB 
association ?— That was the dnty whieh it "WMB prin<> 
cipally devoted to discharging ; it kept well withi^ 
those duties, and it was successful. 

Well, I suppose there were no outrage*- conneete^ 
with registration ?— No. 

There was no re-examination. 

The next witness was Mr. John O'Sagan^ who wag 
examined by Mr. T. Hi.BBii7GT0N. He said,— I nssid^ 
at Carrickmaoross, in county Monaghan, and hAV# 
done so for a long time. I am chairman of the toww 
commissioners and vice-president of the boaid ai 
guardians. I was a member of the Land Xisagw^. WM 
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«m Ti«0^pr6sident of the local branch oiTtfi^NatiOM^ 
X«eagne. 

In that district do yon know whether there was, la 
1879, a good deal of distress ?— A great deal. The 
establisbinent of the Land League had a very great 
effect in preventing distress. 

Frevions to the establishment of the Land Leagne 
are you aware whether crime existed in portions of 
Monaghan ?— I cannot say much about crime ; I do 
not know much except al>out my own neighbourhood. 
I know that the people are very much changed in the 
last ten years, since the establishment of the Land 
League ; they used to be very fond of fighting, and 
had party fights ; now the people harmonize better, 
and the establishment of the League has done away 
with all party spirit— with Bibbonism and party busi* 
oess. The Bibbon Society was supposed to have 
existed in my district, but I do not know anything 
«,hoat it. 

Have you yourself been served with anv writ Ot 
txroc^s of ejectment ?— I was. It was not for non- 

tyment of rent ; it was for being vice-president of 

le National League. 

The PsssiDENT.-^It could not have been literally 
for that. 

Mr. Habbinqtok (to witness).— Who ia youj 
landlord P-— Mr. Shirley. 

Did he make that statement to you ?— In withdraw- 
ing proceedings he said that I was vice-jiresident of 
the League, and should not have allowed him to bo 
fcoyootted ; and I said that I could not help it. 

By Mr. Davitt.--*I have lived in Carrickmacross for 
60 year8« I know about what is called the battle of 
FeaQwyt when the agent was carried off by the 
tenants. Cazriokmacross is in the barony of Feamey. 
I know that the particulars are to be found in Mr. 
tTrenoh's ^* Realities of Irish Life " ; but he is not 
always very accurate in his statements. 

Were a number of agrarian outrages committed in 
connexion with the land at that time ?— Yes ; that 
Was about 1851. Since the Land League was started 
there have been very few outrages. 

Would you say that daring the last ten years the 
|>eople of that part of Ireland had confidence in those 
irho administered the law ? — I could not say that. 

Would 700 Bay that there has been mistrust in the 
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inindfl of the people ?— Well, some magistrates are 
very fair 

I am not speaking of the magistrates. I am speak- 
ing now of the joolice officials P— There is a general 
feeling against the police. 

Is that on account of its being considered that they 
act as a bodyguard for landlordism rather than fo^ 
the protection of the people ?— There is not such a 
feeling in our part of the country as there is in 
others. 

Does not that arise from the fact that they are not 
engaged in carrying out many evictions there ?— That 
is a tact. 

Cross-examined bv Sir H. James. — I understand 
you to say that the Land League had had a very 
peaceful effect ?~Yes, since it was started in the 
oarony of Feamey. I do not know much about 
Monaghan generally, or outside our own barony. 

My Lords, I find from the returns that the number of 
agrarian outrages given for 1877 is only six out of the 
whole county, two of which were threatening letters ; 
for 1878, only six; and for 1879, eight. Now we come 
to 1880, when the number is 19, while in 1881 it was 
52 ?— 1877 was a very bad year, and a great many 
people lost their places. The crop was very poor. 

Bat I am speaking of 1879.— Poverty generally 
brings crime. 

I have given you the figures.— Well, I know that in 
the last ten years there has been a very marked change 
in the people in our own part of the country. 

But I have given you the crime of the whole 
county. — It is considered the wickedest barony in 
the whole county. (Laughter.) 

Well, I am not disputing it. What influence 
do you say you exercised there ? I thought 
you said that you had stopped all crime, and that 
shillelaghs had all been put on one side ?— There was 
very little. 

How did you affect crime in your barony ?— The 
National League could do it. We were anxious to 
carry out the Land League, and the priests, who were 
at tine head of the branches, have a wonderful influ- 
ence over the people, meeting them and speaking with 
them. 

They eould stop orime P-*I cannot say they coal4 
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stop it, but as far as they can go they aro always 
inclined to stop crime. 

And as far as yon know in Monaghau they did it ? 
^Tes,by acting on the people by example and by pat- 
ting it down in every way that they could. 

Do you think they were saccessfol in 1881 and 1882? 
•—I do. 

How ? By rendering crime less than it had been in 
previous years ?— Well, there may be other places in 
the county that might be the reason for those crimes, 
but I do not know. 

Did secret societies exist in this comparatively 
wicked barony of yours ?— For years they were very 
notable. 

What were they ? — There were the Bibbonmen. That 
was an old and deep-rooted society, even in our barony. 

Were the clergy able to root up this deeply-rooted 
tociety ?— Yes. 

By exercising their proper influence ?— Yes. By the 
LaiMl League and the riTational League tbey were 
brought more into contact with the people. 

If the clergymen had not exercised that influence I 
suppose that crime would have existed ?— I think the 
people are getting more enlightened ; in the last ten 
years there is a very marked change in the manner of 
the people and in the desire to get their rights. 

I am speaking of 1881 and 1882. Was the state of 
your neighbourhood such that if the clergymen had not 
exercisea this influence crime would have increased ? 
—I do not say it would have increased. 

But it would not have diminished ?— I do not think 
it would have diminished except for their influence. 

You say that through the agency of the Land League 
the clergy were enabled to root out secret societies 
and diminish crime ?— Yes ; they got at the heads of 
these secret societies to a certain extent ; they were 
Ter;^ well known. 

Did you ever boycott anybody inyour district ?— Oh, 
yes. 

When did that boycotting commence ?— I think about 
1886. 

Was your landlord boycotted ?— Yes. 

Who boycotted him ? — The people in the town and 
neighbourhood. 

Were they Land Leacuers ?— National Leaguers. 
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. Was that boycotting ever brought before the Land 

Xeagxie ?— Yes. 

. And approved of ?— Yes. 

To what extent did you think this boycotting per- 
jnissible within your wicked baruny ? — It only ex- 
tended as far as dealing with and supplying parties 
boycotted with articles of food. 

Would the necessaries of life be refused to them ?— • 
In some instances they would. 

Would that be approved of by your society ? — ^Yes. 

And by your clergy ? — Yes. 
' Were resolutions passed with reference to such ap- 
proval ? — I could not say about the resolutions. 

Did the people obey the resolutions ? — Well, very 
badly. They knew those people were getting food. 
The tradesmen did not obey as a rule. 

They did not keep up to your standard ? You know 
you were vice-president of the Land League, and 
tradesmen were ordered not to supply goods and neces- 
saries of life to certain persons ; if they did notobey» 
in your view they behaved badly ?— They did. 

According to your standard ?— Yes. 

I think you said it is a wicked barony ?— It was, 
but it is not as bad as it was. 

If these tradesmen supi)lied necessaries of life to 
persons boycotted, do you think that«that adds to or takes 
away from the wickedness ?— I do not think it takes 
very much away from it. 

What do you boycott people for ?-— Well, people are 
boycotted for evicting tenants ; bailiffs areboycotted, 
landlords, and agents. 

And people who supply landlords and agents ? — As 
far as I know. According to the rules they should be 
boycotted. 

And as far as you were concerned did you carry 
the rules into effect ? — I cannot say we did ; some 
persons did. 

As far as you were concerned ? — ^They never dealt 
with me. 

But you were vice-president of the League. As far 
as you were concerned, what was your wish ?— There 
are some things you approve of and other things yon 
have to approve of. (Laughter.) 

They never boycotted you ?— They brought an execu.- 
tion against me for mv rent because I beloiuzed to 
(he society at all. 
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I am speftking of the Land League*; the Land Learae 
never made you approve of things you really did difr* 
approve of ? — You might not approve of everything, 
bat some things you have to approve of. 

Did you approve of what the Land League did f-^ 
Yes. of all. 

Then your answer does not apply to yourself ? — I do 
approve of what they did. 

Did you wish to see the rule as to boycotting people 
who supplied goods to boycotted persons earned into 
effect ?— Yes. 

What steps would be taken P — I do not know any ; 
it was merely mentioned. I do not think any arrange- 
ments were made to see whether the rule was earned 
out or not ; there was not much occasion. There 
were only two or three parties in the whole place 
whose names were mentioned. 

Was the boycotting successful ? — ^No, it was not. 

Your landlord was boycotted ?— Yes. It gave him 
no great inconvenience. I think he got his goods 
from Dublin. We did as much as possible. 

He objected to being boycotted, and said that you, 
M vice-pesident of the League, should have stopped 
it ? — Well, I did not object to anything he did in the 
political way. He was paying me back in my own 
coin. 

^ And your coin was good sterling coin, with a good 
ring about it ? — Yes, it was. 

And he paid you back in it ? — Yes. 

That was fair dealing ? — It was, very fair dealing. 

The Pbesident. — I want to ask you one question. 
You said you had an execution put in. I suppose you 
bad not paid your rent ?— Yes, my Lord. 

I suppose it is not to be presumed for a moment that 
fovL could nothave paid your rent ? — Oh, no. (Laughter.) 

At this point the Court adjourned for luncheon. 

On its reassembling, 

Mr. Davitt rose and said : — My Lords, I have to ask 
lea?e to call your Lordships' attention to a matter 
which I consider to be of very serious importance. In 
the Evening News and Post to-day there is a heading 
•• The Dynamite Scare— Interview with Mr. Hantler." 
I miderstand that Mr* Haatler is the saperintendeat of 
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Ihese Courts, and the interviewer pats this statement 
Into his month :•— 

*• In answer to a qnestion by our representative as 
to whether he had taken special precautions in conse- 
quence of the number of possibly disaffected Irishmen 
present at the PamellCommission,Mr. Hantler said that 
he asked for 12 extra men. He was allowed 8iz,but by 
possibly weakening other spots in the Courts he had 
managed to get 13 or 14 men specially watching the 
Commission. All the approaches to the Conunission 
Court were guarded with extreme care, and morning 
and night the Court was very carefully searched." 

Now, my Lords, this statement has reference to 
another article which appeared in the same news* 
paper last night, and it appears that within these Courts 
six machines, purporting to be dynamite machines, 
were placed yesterday with the connivanee of some« 
one in these Courts, and with the knowledge of the 
Scotland-yard authorities. In the article published 
yesterday these words occur—'* This becomes the 
more imperatively necessary when we remember how 
many desperate enemies of England who would rejoice 
if half London could be laid in ashes have recently 
been attending the Pamell Commission." M y appli 
cation now, my Lords, is that the person who placed 
these machines in the Court and the editor who is re« 
sponsible for these statements should be brought before 
your Lordships in order that this matter may be in« 
quired into. It strikes me that this business is very 
similar to what we have experienced in Ireland at tbo 
bands of Mr. French and Mr. Macdermott. 

The PBESiDEifTT.— I have heard something of this 
before— about some machines having been brought 
into the building,which, it was said, might have been 
dynamite machines, and I believe that the police have 
been endeavouring to find out anything that is to be 
I >und ont abont it. Of course, if anybody is brought 
oefore me who has done this, and is proved to be 
jnulty. I ahall have to deal with him, or, rather, to 
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hand him OTer to the proper trihnnal. With regard' 
to the articles in the paper, I do not see anything to 
complain of in them— nothing that I can call upon the 
editor to appear before the Court for publishing* 
They only contain a statement of fact about these 
things having been brought here. They are not accom* 
panied by any statement which is objectionable. 

Mr. Davitt.— But it is stated, ** In consequence of 
the number of possibly disaffected Irishmen present 
at the Pamell Commission, Mr. Hantler said that he 
asked for 12 extra men." 

' The Pbesident.— All I should gather is that he, 
having heard that these machines had been brought 
here, had taken proper steps for the security of the 
Courts. That is the meaning of that, so far as the 
superintendent is concerned. It resolves itself into 
this — ^that somebody has said that these disaffected 
persons have been here as witnesses. 

Mr. Davitt. — It is stated that in consequence of 
the number of possibly disaffected Irishmen here cub 
witnesses, presumably on our side, these Courts might 
have been blown up. 

The President.— Bead the sentence again. 

Mr. Davitt. — ** Under these circumstances, it is in 
every way desirable that you should tell the public 
how the matter really stands, and so insure the imme- 
diate removal of the risks which we have hitherto 
been running. Tbis becomes the more imperatively 
necessary when we remember how many desperate 
enemies of England, who would rejoice if half of 
London could be laid in ashes, have recently been 
attending the Pamell Commission." 

The President.— Yes, yes ; but it does not say as 
witnesses. 

Mr. Davitt. — I think the inference is broadly put. 

The President.— No ; I cannot agree to that. A 
great many other persons who were not witnesses have 
been here. I have heard about this, and so far as I 
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c&n form an opinion upon it I do not feel any appre- 
hension mjrself . 

Mr. Davitt.— I am glad to hear it. Neither do I. 

The President.*— So far as I can form an opinion 
npon it, I rather suspect, if you can get to the bottom 
of it, that it is a silly hoax. 

Mr. Davitt.— But i6 is intended to tell against us 
in the eyes of the public. 

The Pbesident.— I do not think it ought in any 
way to do so. If I am right in what I have heard, 
somebody has been playing a silly hoax by bringing 
machines within the precincts of the Courts in order 
to show how negligent the police were, and how easy 
it would be to blow us up if they were so minded. 

Mr. Davitt. — My allegation is that these machines 
were placed here by Le Caron, with the sanction of 
Houston. 

The President.— Well, you must prore it. 

Mb. Justice A. L. Smith.— You have no right to 
make that statement unless you can prove it. 

Mr. Davitt. — If allegations are made against us, and 
I am given no means of inquiry into them, I have a 
right to make these allegations against others. 

The President.— You have the means of inquiry 
into them. 

Sib H. James. — I do not wish, my Lord, to inter- 
fere, but I am informed that the person called Le 
Caron has not been in England for the last seven days. 

The President.— I regret that Mr. Davitt has 
departed from his usual demeanour towards the Court. 

Mr. Davitt. — I feel very strongly on the point, my 
Lord. 

The President.— Yes ; I can understand your feel- 
ing strongly, but you should be prepared to prove 
what; you state. 

Mr. Davitt then resumed his seat. 



The witness John 0'Ha|;au was then re-examined by 
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Mr. LoCKWOOD. He said,— My knowledge of the 
district in which I reside enables me to say that, 
previoos to the Land Leagne, there were secret 
societies, soch as Bibbonism, in that district, and in my 
opinion, the action of the League tended to suppress 
them. In my opinion, the tone and temper of the 
people generally in that district improved very 
much after the establishment of the League. The 
action taken with a view to boycotting was 
directed against the landlords who evicted and the 
bailiffs who carried out their behests. In my opinion 
it was necessary for the protection of the tenants that 
there should be some such combination as the Land 
League. 

Mr. F. A. O'Keeffe, whose answers were practically 
inaudible in the body of the Court, examined by Mr. 
Reid, said, — I represent the city of Limerick in 
Parliament. I have been Mayor of Limerick foz 
three years. I am one of the persons charged here. 
I have never had anything to do with crime, and 
have never had any complicity with it. I have had 
experience of the Land League and National League 
in my district. The respectable people in the Jocality 
always joined. The membersnip included, amongst 
others, ail the members of the corporation. 

Have you ever known the Learue to contribute in 
any way to crime or outrage ?'--Ko ; ^uite the con- 
trary. Since the League has been in existence there 
has been very little crime in Limerick. The Coonty 
Court Judge of Limerick said he was tired of receiv- 
ing white gloves. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Ateinsok. — Is your experi- 
ence of the Land League confined to the city of 
Limerick ?— No, it extends to the county. I have 
had to act in very important matters in connexion 
with the county. I am not aware of any agrarian 
crimes in the county. I have looked at the returns. 
There have been no outrages of an agrarian kind that 
I am aware of, except some petty cnarges under the 
Coercion Act. 

Well, take incendiary fires. In 1880 there were 15, 
and in 1881 41. Threatening notices— 1879, 71 ; 
1880, 95 ; 1881, 100 ; and after the passing of the 
Crimes Act they fell to 70 and 32 ?— I do not regard 
them as serious or bond Jide, 
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Do yon think they were mannfactured P-^I believe 
Bcnne of them were got np to bring discredit on the 
League. 

Do yon advocate boycotting ?— I do not advocate it, 
though it may be necessary in certain cases. 

Did yon attend the meeting on November 16, 1887, 
in the theatre at Limerick for the purpose of raising 
a memorial to Allen, Lark in, and O'Brien ?— I pre- 
sided at it in my capacity of Mayor. 

Did yoa encoaraee the people to raise sabscriptions 
for this memorial r— Certainly I did, and a monument 
was erected at a cost of £1,000. I did so because I 
did not believe they were guilty of the crime for 
which they suffered. I do not believe they were 
guilty of any crime. I have my reasons for saying 
that these men were hanged unjustly —(The rest ol 
the witness's answer was inaudible in the body of the 
Court.) 

Do you mean to say that a great many members of 
the League were not convicted of crime in 1882 ? — I 
»m not aware that there were any convictions. 

Do you know one way or the other ?— I do not, but 
I do not believe there were. 

Do you know a man named Michael O'Connor ?-• 
No. 

John Greany ?— No. 

Do you know of any man who was convicted before 
1886 m the county of Limerick ? — I do not. 

You know nothing about it ?— All I know is that I 
regard Limerick as about the most peaceable county 
in Ireland. 

There was no re-examination. 

Mr. Houston, at this point, rising to address their 
Eiordships, said, — May I ask permission, my Lords — — « 

The Fresidxkt at once motioned to him to resume 
Ids seat. 

Mr. Daniel Byan. examined by Mr. ELlbt, said,— I 
am Mayor of Cork and have been a member of the 
corporation for 30 years. I have been a member of 
the Land League and the National League. I am a 
member of the committee of the National League. 
From my experience as Mayor of the borough, and 
from general information, I have gathered that the 
influence of the League in Cork and tbe vioinity hai 
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been exerted to prevent crime and outrage in any 
shape or form. It has always preached the dootrlne 
of peace and quietness. There has been scarcely a 
committee meeting for years that I did not attend, 
and since 1 have been Ma^or I have attended everr 
meetine except one. Nothing ever occurred with 
which I (Could find the least objection. 

Do you remember a meeting being called after the 
Phoenix Park murders, in May. 1882 ?— I do. It 
took place on the Sunday immediately following the 
murders. The murders occurred on a Saturday, and 
the Mayor called a meeting for the Sunday to denounce 
the murders. 

Sir H. James.— I must ask to be allowed to post- 
pone the cross-examination of this witness until to- 
morrow morning. 

Mr. Reid.— We wish to release the group of wit- 
nesses, of whom this gentleman is one, as soon as 
possible. 

The President .—The application of Sir Henry James 
is perfectly reasonable, and when similar applications 
have been made on your side, Mr. Reid, they have 
always been compiled with. T 

The cross-exammation was postponed. 

Mr. Thomas Toole, examined by Mr. A. Russell, 
deposed,— I am the Mavor of Waterford. The 
National Leaeue was established there in 1884, but 
was suppressed by order of Mr. Harrington in 1885 
because some matters which he did not approve had 
been brought to his notice. The League was recon- 
stituted in March, 1888, through my instrumentality. 
I went to Dublin to get Mr. Harrington^s permission 
to re-establish it. I am now president of the League. 
^Its operations have been confined to the city. We 
have assisted in every way to promote the cause of 
Irish nationality, and we wish to regain our native 
Parliament. 

Cross-examined by Sir H. Jambs.— In the city we 
had not many wrongs to redress. We did all we could 
to keep Waterford in line . with the movement. Ouz 
own movement was almost wholly political. 

Alderman Coyle, examined by Mr. Lionel Hart.—* 
I am Mayor of Kilkenny. I was not a member of 
.the Land Leajcue. but I have been a member of the 
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KatioDftl League siDce its institatien. The Leagae 
has a most salutary effect in keeping down crime. 

Cross-examined by SiB H. Jami:s.— The League 
keeps the people within constitutional lines in their 
efforts to get their grievances redressed. I confine 
my attention generally to the city, but I know the 
country very well. I am a bookseller and stationer 
in Kilkenny. 

Mr. William Dererenz, examined by Mr. Look- 
wood, said,— I am Mayor of Wexford. I hare never 
been a member either of the Land League or the 
National League. There wore branches in the neigh« 
bourhood in which I lived. 

The Prbsidknt.— Is this very important ? 

Mr LooKWOOD.— This is very impartial testimony, 
my Lord. 

The Pbbsidsitt.— Have mayors any special know* 
ledge ? 

Mr. LocKWOOD.— If a man is holding a responsible 
office it possibly adds some weight to his testimony. 

Examination continued. — When the Land ^ League 
first came into existence some combination was 
necessary for the protection of the tenants. The 
lioagnes kept down crime and outrage. 

Cross-examined by Sir H.James.— I have never be- 
longed to any secret society. I have never taken part 
in political life. I was elected to the town council 
some 20 years ago. I live in the town of Wexford, 
and I hold some land in the neighbourhood as a 
tenant. 

Has there been any difficulty about your rent ?— 
None. 

You have had no experience of the Land League's 
methods ?— No. 

Then why is it that you know more about these 
matters than any other person in Ireland ? Do you 
think you do ?— No, I do not. (Laughter.) 



Mr. John Connolly, examined by Mr. Liostbl HabTi 
said,— I am Mayor of Sligo, and I have been a mem- 
ber of the National League since 1884. I was a 
member of the Land Leaeue before that. At every 
meeting of the National League whichi have attended 
fiothing has b&en done except that which was juat aud 
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honoarable. Mj branch of the Leagae has condemned 
outrage on many occasions. 

Cross-examined by SiB H. jA.MES.-^Did the Land 
League stamp out crime in 1881 and 1882 ?— Always, 
I believe. 1 live in the town of Sligo, but I am a 
holder of land. 

The returns show that in Sligo in 1877 there were 
onlj five agrarian crimes ; in 1878 there were 15, of 
which nine were threatening letters and notices ; in 
1879 the League came into existence, and the num« 
ber of crimes sprang up to 63 ; in 1880 there were 
71, in 1881 100, and in 1882 137. Having heard 
these figures, is it still your opinion that the Land 
League stamped out crime ? — Yes. I was never a 
member of any illegal association in my life. 

Be-examined by Mr. Lockwood.— There was acute 
distress in 1879, which extended into 1880 and re« 
curred in 1885. I do not think that Sligo had as 
much to complain of in regard to evictions as other 
counties. In times of distress crimes do increase. 

Patrick Meehan, examined by Mr. Lookwood, said^ 
«»oI am a merchant in Maryborough, Queen's County, 
and chairman of the town commissioners. I joined 
the Land League at its foundation in May, 1880, and 
I became hon. secretary. I subsequently joined the 
National League. In 1879 there was very great dis- 
tress in the district. In October of that year a great 
meeting was held by the people. It was a spontaneous 
meeting, not in any way promoted by any political 
association. It was held in Maryborough on October 5. 
I acted as secretary. The Land League did not 
exist at the time in Queen's County. The meeting 
was convened in consequence of the failure of the 
crops and the distress in the district. 

Mr. LOOKWOOD. — With your Lordships' permission I 
will read the resolutions passed at the meeting : — 

''1. That the rental of Ireland is now, and always 
has been, far in excess of the real value of the land ; 
so much so that the tenant-farmers of Ireland are 
now, and always have been, the worst fed, the worst 



clothed, and the worst boured of any people in 
Burope. That there has been a neat falling off in 
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these circnmstances we most respectfully call en fho 
landlords of the Queen's Cotinty not to rain their 
tenants by forcing them to pay rent in the present 
season, and thus save both themselves and their tenants 
from misery and destruction in the future. 

** 2. That, without any wish to cast odium on the 
landlords of Ireland, we feel bound to declare that 
the present land system of this country is bad, and 
one of the greatest obstacles to the peace and pro* 
Bperity of the people ; that it is a direct hindrance 
to the improvement of the soil on the part of the 
tenants, and a temptation to cruelty and injustice on 
the part of the landlords. We are therefore resolved 
never to cease agitating this question until the tenant- 
farmers of Ireland are settled on the land for ever, 
either as peasant proprietors or tenants at fair rentSy 
and the right of sale snould they so desire. 

** 3. That, having carefully observed the publio 
career of our two present county members, Mr. 
Kenelm Digby and Mr. Dease—their studious in- 
activity in Parliament, and their general want of 
earnestness in the cause of Irish political liberty— we 
hereby declare that we will support no candidate for 
our county at the next general election who will not 
pledge himself in future to co-operate with Mr. Par- 
nell and the active section of the Home Rule mem« 
bers in Parliament. 

** 4. That we tender to Mr. Pamell our gratitude 
for his devotion and service to the cause of Ireland, 
while we regard him as the true leader of the Irish 
people ; and that we approve of his active Parlia- 
mentary hostility to every Ministry that will not give 
full justice to our country, as the only constitutional 
means by which we may ever hope to regain ontf 
national rights. 

** 6. That, while we are compelled by force to 
obey laws made by strangers, we will neter cease to 
deny the right ana protest against the injustice of an^f 
assembly of men, save an Irish Parliament, having 
the power to make laws to bind the Irish people." 
The Land League branch, you told us, was 
eitabliahed on May 28, 1880 ?— Yes. 

Was this Land League branch joined by men of all 
classes and denominations in your district ?— Yes, ib 
spread rapidly, and in a short time there were 
hraAches of the League in every part of the comitjyto 
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the nnmbar of 28 ; one of the largest milleri in tilie 
eoimty became prenident ; all the priests were 
members, and all the farmers and many persons came 
and joined this branch of the League before there 
were branches in their own locality. 

At the election which followed shortly I believe 
you returned two supporters of Mr. Pamell ? — Yes. 
Ours was the only county in Ireland that did return 
two Pamellites at that election. 

At this time, did you know wheHier secret societies 
had existed in this part of the country ?— I cannot 
give erideoce of my own knowledge. 

My Lords, some latitude has been allowed in this 
matter, and 1 propose to ask the witness whether it 
was a matter of common notoriety that secret 
societies existed ? — I know of my 9wn knowledge 
that the young men of the country — every man who 
had the interest of his country at heart — would join 
secret societies ; and they were members of secret 
societies. Most unquestionably the League, when it 
came into existence, affected the existence of these 
secret societies. I know man^ young men in our 
county were members of the Fenian organization, and 
when the Land League was started the Tenian organi- 
zation completely ceased in that county, when the 
people had an opportunity of serving their country 
in another and, I believe, not less honourable way. 

So far as you know, did either of these Leagues 
encourage the commission of crime or outrage ?— 
Oh, never ; on the contrary, I believe they prevented 
crime ; no doubt some crime was committed, but 
nothing at all to what would have been committed if 
there EeuI been no political organixation. There was 
hardly a meeting of our committee at which advice 
was not given to the members to shun anything like 
crime or outrage, because we knew, by sad experi- 
ence, that these things were the most serfous injury 
that could happen to our country. The Natioaal 
League in Queen's county was founded about May, 
1834. Perhaps I should mention an incident in the 
eastern part of the county in 1880 where there were 
some evictions going on, or threatened evictions. There 
was a combination among the tenants ; these men 
were determined to resent eviction, even to the 
fxtent of taking life if neeefsaur. A bnmnh of the. 



d by Google 



TBB BPxoiAXi ooHHiasroiir. ' 9t ' 

uand Lea^e was started, with the result ttiat all the 
people joined it, and an arrangement was come to 
with the landlord, and all the homes were saved. In 
another case a young man, who was driven to despera- 
tion bj continual narshness, resolved to shoot his 
landlord, and I know that the officers of the League 
went and promoted a settlement which prevented any- 
thing like this crime being committed. 

Do you know of an^ special resolutions being passed 
in denunciation of crime, or do you speak generally ? 
-^-Generally. Anything in the nature of crime and 
outrage was always condemned at our publie meet- 
ings, as far as my recollection goes ; I tnink that at 
nearly all public meetings crime and outrage were 
denounced, and the people advised to shun them. * 

Oross-ezamined by Sir H. James. — I understood 
you to say that 1879 was a year of great distress ?— 
Yes ; I think throughout the whole year. 

Is it your experience that crime follows in the 
footsteps of such distress ?— Oh, I think so ; misery 
begets crime. 

In 1879, in the whole of Queen's county, there was 
only one agrarian crime, with the exception of four 
threatening letters— firing into a dwelling^. Your 
county must be a very peaceful county ?— So it is. 

That was the result of the distress of 1879. The i 
Land League was started on May 28, 1880, and 
existed until October, 1881, and in that period you" 
have 34 agrarian crimes, not counting threatening 
notices ?— I do not believe the distress was so acute 
in 1879 as in 1880 and 1881 ; but even grantins 
that there was an increase in agrarian crime, I 
believe and know that but for the Land League 
being established in the county the crime would be 
three times what it was. 

' The year 1879 was a year of great distress ; why 
should it increase to three times 34— that would be 
102 ?— The Land Lea^e is not responsible for the 
increase. I cannot give yon any reason except that 
the landlords refusea to listen to reason, and the 
tenants, driven to desperation, naturally thought to 
return evil for evil when every other door was closed ' 
against them. 

There were no abatements in 1879 ? — Very small. 

There was the same rent in 1880-1 as in 1879 ?— I 
cannot say fo. Speaking generally, the landlords 
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refused to meet (heir tenants in anything like a just 
spirit. 

Did they act differently in 1880-1 to what they did 
in 1879 ?^1 think they acted in the same way. 

You have spoken of the Fenian Society ?— Yes. 

Have you the name of any other society to gire me ? 
^r-There was none in Queen's county in recent years ; 
formerly there were the Black Feet» and the White 
Feet, and the Bibbon Society. 

Hare they existed lately ? — Oh, no, I am not aware 
of any society up to the year 1879 except the Fenian 
Society. 

Had yon any moonlighting in your district ? — Not 
that I recollect ; I do not believe there was a case 
of moonlighting in the county. • 

And if crimes were committed in your county, 
according to your knowledge would they be com- 
mitted by iodividuals or by gangs of men ? — I think 
by individuals ; but the returns that have been 
furnished are no true guide at all as to the crimes 
committed, because it is a fact well known to every- 
body in Queen's county that these crimes have been 
manufactured. I think the crimes, such as there were, 
were committed by individuals. 

What is that you are looking at ?— Private memo- 
randa. 

Are those notes you have made of your evidence ?— 
Yes. 

Sib H. James.— My Lord, I have no curiosity. 

Your view is that you had no moonlighters ; they 
were private individuals ? — I think so ; of the agri- 
cultural class principally, generally men who had an 
interest in the land, small farmers or farmers' sons. 

And throughout this county you had venr few Land 
Leaguers?— Oh, the whole county were Land* Leaguers. 

Farmers and farmers' sons ?— Yes. 

Those were the people who committed the crimes ; 
It was from that class you thought that the indi- 
viduals came who committed crime ? — I think it was. 

Where the evictions were threatened yon made 
arrangements with the landlord ?— We did not ; 
some people in the neighbourhood went to the land- 
lord. A Land League branch was established there, 
the committee got some people to treat with the 
UadXoxd«..ADd an juxangement was inade. 
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But the parties who treated with the landlord were 
members of the League ? — Yes. 

Did you have resolutions passed in your National 
League ?— Oh, yes. 

Resolutions affecting boycotting ? — I do not think 
there was any resolution passed directly boycotting 
any person except once. 

Have you any record of your resolutions ? — ^We 
hare. 

Do yon mean to say that that record only contains 
one resolution affecting boycotting ? — ^That is my 
recollection ; there may be one or two others. For 
myself, personally, I am in favour of boycotting, but 
only in the rarest cases and when all other means aro 
fruitless to effect the good we desire. 

What are the other means ?— Advice, persuasion, 
and pointing oat the justice of the case to the 
individual. 

If he retains his own opinion after that, then you 
ffet to the boycotting stage ?— I would approve of 
boycotting when a man commits a grave social crime 
against the community and refuses to make any 
return ; then I say he should be boycotted. 

That is the great social crime in the opinion of the 
Land League P^Yes, and in the opinion of all honest 
persons. 

Honest in the opinion of the Land League ?— If I 
boycotted at all I would like to have it done as 
enectually as possible. 

Thoroughly ?— Thoroughly ; but of course you under- 
stand me, it would be the very last resource. 

Will you shortly give me a definition of thorouffh 
boycotting ?— I will ; there is one definition I will 
give you, and which every man like me in a Catholic 
community like Queen's county would give you ; it 
is the system of boycotting that has always been 
carried out against us. Every avenue of profit and 
preferment has been closed against us ; the landlord 
class has reduced boycotting to a perfect art against 
the tenants and against the Catholic population. 

I aAked you for a definition. 

Mr, LocKWOOD. — ^He is preparing the ground. 

Sib H. JAMBS.'Having prepared the ground, what 
ia your definition ?— That a man should not be recog- 
nized by his neighbours, ffpoken to* or any biuineM 
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' Do you accept the definition that, short ot acCnat 
violence or outrage^you would make it as effectual as 
possible, including refusal to supply the necessaries 
of life ? — And many a poor tenant has been deprived 
of the necessaries of life. 

Would you let his children go to a school ?— No, I 
would not. 

Would you attend the same place of worship ? — I 
do not know that I would carry it into the house of 
God. 

Was your opinion shared by the members of the 
Land League ?— Yes, 

You assumed, I suppose, that this carrying out of 
this thorough boycotting afforded those who differed 
from you absolute freedom of opinion ?— Most de- 
cidedly they could have their own opinion. 

But they did not get the necessaries of life ?— If 
they commit a great social crime and wrong against 
their neighbours I consider that their neighbours 
should mark their sense of indignation. 

Suppose a tradesman was ordered not to deal with 
him, and he did deal with him, would he be boy* 
cotted ?— I cannot speak from experience ; I suppose 
so, on the ground that the receiver is as bad as the 
thief. 

A. B. is boycotted thoroughly ; a tradesman sells 
him some loaves of bread: what would become of that 
tradesman ? — I hardly think I should be asked to 
answer a question like that. 

Would that come within your view of thorough 
boycotting ? — I should say that on the grounds that 
the receiver is as bad as the thief, a man who assists 
a person who has committed a great social crime 
should be boycotted also. Such a thing never occurred* 
I do not know what would occur if it did. 

Did the tradesmen always obey the rules of the 
League ?— We never had a case of thorough boy^ 
cottlng ; I think we bad only one case of boycotting, 
and that was partial boycotting ; the League passed a 
resolution condemning a case of land*grabbing in the 
district, but wo did not insist, and the man did not 
suffer any inconvenience. 

Is it known in the district if a person is to be sub- 
jected to thorough boycotting ? — Of course it is ; it 
u Just as well Known, in the district that if a man * 
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coikimits a great social crime he deserves ponishment 
for it. 

Yes, to be tried by his peers ?— There was one re* 
solution passed by our League condemning an at- 
tempted boycotting. 

Mr. William Adams was next called. In reply to 
Mr. T. Habbinoton, he said,— I reside at Tullamore. 
King*s County, and I have been chairman of the board 
of guardians. My family has resided a great number 
of years at Tullamore, but my father was an English- 
man. I am a large farmer, and hold largely under 
Lord Digby. I was vice-president of the LandLeague. 
During its existence I cannot recollect that any out- 
rag<»s were committed in King's County. Tullamore 
is an assize town, and the Judges come there in the 
morning and go in the evening, getting through the 
whole business of the county m a single day. Lord 
Digby's property is known as Geashill. His agent, 
Mr. Beginald Digby, has been examined and handed 
in various letters. One is from Miss Anne Sadleir, 
who died before the Conmiission began its investiga- 
tion. Another letter was from a man called George 
Coiton, and he also died long before Mr. Digby gave 
evidence. The writers of all the letters produced by 
Mr. Digby are dead except Mr. B. B. Odium and Mr. 
Jobn Davis. Of these Mr. Odlam has failed and hai 
been evicted from his farm, and Mr. Davis has sur- 
rendered his farm. With the exeoption of these two 
persons, the writers of all the letters produced by Mr. 
Digby, expressing fear of violence if they paid their 
rents, are dead. Previous to the establishment of the 
Land League crime caused by unjust evictions occurred 
in the district. I remember two cases where persons 
were shot for taking evicted farms long before the 
Land League was established. No grave outrages have 
occurred since the Land League came into existence. 
Formerly on the Digby property leases similar to the 
notorious Leinster leases were forced vqpon the tenants : 
they were for the purpose of depriving the tenants ox 
compensation under the Act of 1870. I took a promi« 
sent part in the business of the Land League. I knew 
that an organizer named M'Cluskey visited the dis« 
trict. I am not sure whether I saw Mr. Matthew 
Harris in company with him in 1882 after his release. 
I saw him about the same time. Mr. M'GXaskey waa 
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there with Mies Beynoldi, who came to look after the 
families of the labourers who had been evicted. 
M'Cluskey went by the name of Thompson. He told 
me that there was a warrant out against him in his 
own district in the north of Ireland. 

Mr. T. HA.RBINGTON. — A letter has been produced, 
my Lord, I think, addressed to Mr. A. O'Connor, 
showing that this man had been appohited organizer in 
this district. 

The President.— What do you found upon this ? 

Mr. T. Habrington.— The evidence of Head Oon« 
stable Bodan seeks to identify the man Thompson, 
who was frequently in the company of Mr. Matthew 
Harris, with Tynan, and I want to show by this 
witness that it was M'Clnskey who was passing under 
the assumed name of Thompson. 

A photograph of M'Oluskey was produced by Mr. 
T. Harrington and handed to the witness. 

Examination continued. — I cannot recognize the 
person in the photograph, though there is a genera] 
resemblance. 

The photograph was handed to the learned Gom« 
mifisioners, together with another photograph (under* 
stood to be that of Tynan). 

Mr. T. Harrington.— The witness says, my Lord, 
that there is a general resemblance between Thompson 
ai^d this photograph. 

The President.— The only resemblance I can see 
is that both have got beards. 

Examination continued. — During the time M'Clus« 
kev was in the district he did the work of the League 
and assisted the evicted tenants. He was known to 
me as an organizer. 

Cross-examined by SiR H. James.- The writers of 
the letters who are dead are Anne Sadleir, George 
Colton, and Michael Conroy. Odium and Davis are 
living. It is my opinion that it is very unlikely that 
George Colton, who was a very old man, wrote the 
letter which has been produced. I should not be 
surprised if it were written in Mr. Digby's office. I 
do not say that it is a forgery, but that more has 
been written than was dictated. 1 cannot say that 
the letter is not in the handwriting of George Gol« 
ton, as I am unacquainted with his writing. This letter 
(produced) is not in the handwriting of a very old 
ind feeble man. 
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The Fbesidbnt.— It is somewhat difficnli tQ-teU n 
Xnan's age from his handwriting. 

Cross-examination continued.— I do not know 
whether George Colton went into Court to get hifl 
rent fixed. Tnose who went into Court at first got so 
miserable a reduction that all confidenQe in the Land 
Court was destroyed. 

8 IB H. James.— In the book you have prodnoed| 
with the exception of the names of members, there ii 
no entry between June 15, 1880, when the Land 
League branch was formed, till August 19, 1881. Did 
you do nothing during that period ?— We began at 
once to get subscriptions, and when we had sufficient 
members we proceeded to elect a committee. Wo 
entered everything in the book you have. 

Your League was formed on June 16. 1880.«nd by 
the end of uiat year you had 206 memoers. Was nort 
that a strong enough branch to pass resolutions ?— 
Yes. During 1880 we did not nasa any. Everything 
we did is there. Probably we did not call meetingi 
before August, 1881. 

There is no resolution till August 19, 1881. Then 
comes August 26, September 2, September 9, Sep* 
tember 16, and September 23, and then the entries 
cease. Those are the only resolutions you passed ?«*• 
Yes, everything is there. 

Did you pass a resolution approving of the Ko-rent 
Manifesto r— Beally I do not know ; I think a resola- 
tion was carried that the Government reporter should 
be allowed in. 

There is an entrv as follows e— *' The resolution to 
pay no rent was, I might almost say, passed unani« 
mously.--J.S." Is that J. Sterling ?— Yes, I think 
he was acting on that day, because the secretary, a 
large merchant and brewer, had been arrested imder 
Mr. Forster's Act. 

You spoke of aperson being shot who had taken aa 
evicted farm ?— Yes. I cannot remember exactly in 
what year. It would be about 20 years ago. 

Had the person who left that farm been evicted for 
non-payment of rent ? — I could not sav for non*pay« 
ment of rent, but unjustly. I suppose he was paying 
an excessive rent, but to be candid I really cannot 
say. There was a feeling through the county that 
there was an injustice done to him. 

HCfaere i8';one resolution v«98ed s-«*^Xhat the eonh^^ 

It 
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mittae are of opinion that no Land Leagner i^ould 
emplo^^ 'any owner of a threshing machine who is not 
^ memher of the League, and that no machine-owner 
lihould thresh com for a non-Leaguer ? "-—There was a 
CoDservafciTO agent who had a threshing mill, and 
another man who was a Nationalist also had one,and he 
thought that it was unfair that the Nationalist farmers 
shoold be supporting men who were not Nationalists, 
knd passing aim by^ and asked us to pass that resolu- 
tion and assist him in getting trade. 

If no machine-owner was to thresh com for a non- 
Leagtier, supposing a man did not join the Land 
lieague, how would he get his com threshed ?— Of 
course, there were machine-owners who never joined 
the League, and they would thresh it. 

'- Mr. T. Delahunt was then called and examined by 
-Mr. A. RVSSELL.— He said, — I am chairman of the 
7own Commissioners of Wick low, and am acquainted 
with the condition of the district round about. I was 
a member of bo^ the Land League and the National 
League. 

What is your opinion as to the effect of the League 
Dn crime ; was it good or bad ?— I believe it sup* 
pressed crime to a great extent, and secret societies 
likewise ; they dieid a natural death owin^; to the 
action of the League. 

Cross-examined oy Mr. Atkinsov.— Was there crime 
in your district before the establishment of the 
League ? — ^No. 

Then, if there was no crime before or since, what 
did the Land League stop ?— -It stopped secret societies. 
' What secret societies ?— Fenianisin. 

How did it stop it ?— Fenianism died a natural 
death because the people Joined the League. 

The people who were Fenians joined the League in 
a body ?— They joined it heart and soul for the causa 
tof their country. __^.__ 

Mr. Meehau was then recalled and examined by 
Mr. LOGKWOOP. 

I want, xay Lords, to read some of these resolutions. 
The first of these books, produced by the witness, 
appears to deal with the subscrijptions to the Mary- 
borough branch of the Irish National League. In the 
second book, the date of the first resolution is the 
^6tk of JvDeft ISSO. I want to call your Lordships* 
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attention to & resolution passed on the 2S3d of Jannarj^ 
1881. It was passed at the usoal weekly meeting, 
and the entry states that a letter was read from a 
Mr. Pigotty saying that some person had asked Mrs. 
Pigott to join and subscribe to the League. The 
secretary was directed to reply that he knew nothing 
of the matter, nor would they m any way countenance 
a person being pressed to join the League. 

Witness.— Perhaps I may be allowed to supplement 
that by a statement. I had an interview with Mr. 
Davitt in Dublin in the next February, and he con- 
demned the same thing in the strongest terms, and 
said that no man should be pressed, bub left id his 
own free will to join or not as he chose. 

The third book, my Lords, appears to be a continua* 
tion of that book ; it is a book of the National 
Leaffue. I wish to call your Lordships' attention to m 
resolution having reference to fair rents. 

Witness.— Perhaps I may explain ; there was a di«- 
pute in reference to rent between a small tenant and 
his landlord, and the tenant applied to the League 
committee in the matter. The committee considered. 
t;he question, and the following is the note which was 
ihaade : — *' l&e meeting considers the rent reasonable 
and refuse to take any action in the matter.'' They 
state that l?ynan, the tenant, should not expect to 

Sicupy a house ana garden without the payment of a 
ir rent. I may add that the landlord in that case 
was a most consistent and steadfast enemy of the 
Land League. 

In August, 1885, I think that the League prevented 
an attempted boycotting ?— Yes. A farmer was evicted 
^nd some parties, took the farm, and people in the. 
neighbourhood thought they ought not to have done so, 
and attempted to bovcott them. Our I«ague immedi« 
ately interfered and protected the people, and pat a 
stop to the boycotting,and a resolution was passed :— 
** That this meeting is of opinion that the taking of 
the farm was not land-graobing." 

On the dd of October, 1886^ there is a resolution re* 
latinp; to thepayment of fair tent. The farmers of the 
distnct are urged to consult with each other and aeree 
as to the amount of money they could afford to pay after 
supporting their families, and in order that no oppor« 
tnnity should be given to any landlord to resort to 
evioUon. On the 4th ef September, 1887, there it mi 

4—2 * 
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the proclamation of the National League, on the 
ground that it wonld compel the people to ahandon 
constitutional agitation, and earnestly exhorting the 
people not - to fall into the trap, but to avoid crime 
and outrage of every kind, and adhere to the rules of 
the organization. (To witness.) I believe that about 
the time of the Phoenix Park murders you had a large 
meeting ?— Yes, one of the largest ever held in the 
neighbourhood. It was held for the purpose of con«' 
demning the murder. At all our meetings members 
were advised to avoid anything in the nature of 
crime. 

The CommisBioners adjourned a few minutes before 
4 o'clock. 



TaxmBDAYf July 11. 

^e Special Commission held their 105th sitting 
to*day in No. 1 Probate Court of the Boyal Courts of 
Justice. 

The Commissioners took their seats on the bench at 
half.past 10. 

The • witness Patrick Meehan, who, was under 
examination yesterday, was recalled by Sir H. James ^ 
for the purpose of being cross-examined on somo 
Land League and National League books, belonging to 
the Maryborough branches, produced by him. 

Sib H. James.— The first meeting of the Mary- 
borough branch is dated June 16» 1880, when there 
was an address by Mr. Boyton, who is stated to have 
been a delegate from the central office in Dublin. 
Among other things Mr. Boyton stated that the 
central body at Maryborough was entitled to all the 
funds collected by the various branches throughout 
the Queen's County for the Land League purposes 
beyond what the working expenses of each 
branch wouy require. Then, my Lords, Mr. Boyton 
appears to have attended another meeting on June 25. 
Then there is an entry, ** Monday^ December 6.— A 
member of the oommitteefl Mr. £!nnist vas requested 
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to bring the case of the president having paid hig 
rent before the League at Dublin." 

Witness. — The circumstances of that case were 
these :— Mr. Michael Brady was the president. There 
was a meeting of the tenants on the estate on which 
he was a tenant, and, after consultation, without any 
influence, direction, or inspiration from our League, 
they came to the conclasion that the circumstances of 
the cases warranted them in asking for an abatement 
from their landlord. The charge against Mr. Brady 
was that he went behind the backs of his fellows and 
paid his rent after entering into an agreement with 
them to stand together. I should mention also that 
at a subsequent meeting Mr. Brady's action was 
under the consideration of the committee. 

You say the tenants, without any communication 
with the League, agreed to ask for an abatement. 
Did any tenant bring the action of Mr. Brady before 
the League ? — Yes ; but it was after the meeting. It 
was a matter of notoriety that Brady's conduct was 
unworthy of a president of the League. I do not 
remember who brought the matter before the League. 

Then on December 12, 1880 :— *« The following 
resolution was proposed by Thomas Brophy and 
seconded by M. He^arty :— Resolved .—* That having 
heard the explanation offered by the tenants callea 
before this meeting, we are of opinion that the 
explanation offered is satisfactory, and, under the 
peculiar circumstances of the case, that no blame at 
all is attached to them.* '* Who were the tenants re- 
ferred to there ? — I cannot say, Sir. I do not 
recollect that. It is not in my handwriting, and I do 
not think I was present at the meeting. 

Then, January 18, 1881 :— ** Proposed by Mr. Joseph 
Burke, seconded by Mr. Jessop. Resolved — * That 
we have heard with deep regret the decision of the 
magistrates assembled at Maryborough Petty Sessions . 
to-day — a decision in which we entirely disagree; and, 
in face of the evidence offered by the Crown itself^ 
we are of opinion that the verdict was not in accord* 
ance with the testimony offered.* " Can you give us 
any explanation of that ?— Yes ; I was one of the 
parties charged before the magistrates on that 
occasion. Four men, respectable merchants in the 
town, were summoned for collecting subscriptions for 
the Land League, We were charged with intimida- 
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tloa And hftTing procured sabscriptions fay compDl8ion« 
8iz oth«r men, also respectable merchants, were 
called to disi>rove the charge against ns. Each swore 
that he had given his sabscription willingly and was 
g;ratefal to us for coating to him. We were fined £10 
«ach. We appealed, and the case against ns was 
dismissed. Perhaps I may add that Mr. Jessop, the 
gentleman who seconded that resolution, is one of the 



largest Protestant tenant-farmers in Queen's county. 

Now» May 16, 1881, at the end of the meeting 
appears this statement: — '* After the transaction oi 



tome private business, the meeting adjourned to the 

feneral one on Monday evening, the 23d inst., at 
o' clock. '* Who transacted private business ?— I 
oannot say what that was. These minutes are not in 
my handwriting. I think at that time I was in gaol as 
a suspect. I see the minutes are signed by one of the 
most extensive millers in Ireland, whose brother has 
been appointed a magistrate in Queen's county. 

Never mind about that ; 1 wish to know this. Were 
you in the habit of transacting private business in 
committee ?— Oh, never. We may have had some 
transactions with regard to the treasurer giving an 
acQOunt of the money received from members. I am 
not aware of any private business bein^ transacted. 
At that time there was a relief fund being got up in 
the town, and it may be the itnembers were consider- 
ing that question. 

1 see, at a meeting on May 30, 1881, another entry 
referring to private business. Some accusation was 
made against the treasmrer by the chairman, and ii 
proceeds, — ** A long and animated, and at times most 
warm, discussion took place, aod at length it was 
moved and seconded that the explanation given 
by the treasurer and his general conduct recently are 
unsatisfactory to this committee. It was suggested 
thai the matter be adjourned for a week. The 
accused admitted that his conduct had be«n un- 
satisfactory, and the meeting adjourned." Do you know 
anything about that ?^At the time of that particular 
meeting I was in gaol as a suspect. The gentleman 
who took my ^lace for a period of four months in 
the secretarjwiip had a little weakness for writing 
down things which were onnecessary. The charge 
against Mr. Brennan, the treasurer,WRs that when Mr. 
Dofan and myself were arrested— our houses were 
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hroken into at 2 o'clock in the moming^Mr. Brennaa 
was sent for to see as at the railway stAtion, hut ha 
refused to get np and come and see as. 

Venr wen. Now as to the next meeting, on Hon* 
day, June. 6. There is a minnto to the following 
effect :— 

'* The secretary was requested to write to Mr. 
Thomas Brennan (treasarer) and inform him that al 
the next meeting of the committee on Monday even- 
ing, Jane 18, uree complaints would he hroaght 
against him^first, of having made sale to a man of 
manures and seeds, he knowing that the man haA 
previously intended to buy those goods at the esta- 
blishment of Mr. Patrick Doran ; second, that 
having previously stated in that room at a meeting of 
the committee that he had sent grocery customers to 
deal at Mr. Doran 's, Mr. Brennan be called upon to 
prove this by stating the names and residences of the 
persons alleged to oe so sent ; and third, that Mr. 
Brennan be called upon to state the reasons why he so 
very often had absented himself from the meetings of 
the committee." 

I do not Hnd anything about his not getting op at 9 
o'clock in the morning to see his colleagues. Would 
such charges as these ever be considered in private ?-*- 
Not to my knowledge. If I had been in the com- 
mittee room at that time I would not have allowed 
them to be entertained at all. Many of the respon- 
sible men had been taken away under the Coercion 
Act, and I daresay many nonsensical things may have 
been done. 

Now I come to the National League. The first 
entry is February 12, 1883 :•— *' According to the 
treasurer's statements, the subscriptions handed in up 
to to-daj amounted to £391 4s. od., and including 
outstanding amounts, say £202 8s. 6d., the meeting 
calculated that the total would reach £600." Then 
follow the names of a number of districts which had 
not at that time sent in subscriptions, together with a 
list of subscriptions received ?— The entr^ there is an 
entry representing what money had been collected. 
That money was in the hands of the treasurer, and it 
was divided equally between the two Parliamentary 
representatives of the county, Mr. iJalor and Mr. 
OConnor. 

Then there is another book of ^e Maryborongli 
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brajich of the National League, established May 11, 
1884 ? — ^Yes ; at the suppression of the Land League 
we recognized the necessity of having some political 
organization in the county, and at the instance of Mr. 
Bichard Lalor we established the Queen's County 
National League. 

Very well. February 1, 1885 : — ** It was unani* 
mousl;^ agreed that we again put on record our de- 
testation of landgrabbing. We call on all members 
of our League to discountenance such treason to the 
cause of Ireland." Then again, May 3, 1885 : — 

*.* Tynan's case. P. Kelly explained to the meet- 
ing he had seen Mr. T. Claxton,wno stated Tynan owed 
three years' rent, with costs, and that he was 
allowed to cut turf each year without charge, the rent 
of the house and garden bein^ only £1 per year. 
Meeting considered rent exceedingly reaHonable and 
refused to take any action in the matter, stating 
Tynan should not expect to occupy a house and garden 
without payment of a fair rent. Several cases of 
landgrabbiBg were brought before the meeting, with 
complaints that traders in Maryborough were supply- 
ing them with goods, when a general conversation 
took place, and it was unanimously resolved to 
publish a list of traders who are members of the 
branch, and ask all friends of the League to support 
these only." 

Then, June 7, 1885 :— ** The chairman stated the 
reverend president could not attend, and in reference 
to the publication of names of traders who are mem- 
bers, was anxious it should not be published from this 
meeting, and that wardens appointed should call upon 
them during the week." What is the meaning of the 
term ** warden " ? — The wardens were gentlemen 
appointed by the committee to collect subscriptions. 

** After considerable discussion the following reso- 
lution, proposed hy J. Brennan and seconded by A. 
Brady, passed unanimously : — * That the publication 
of the list of members of the League who are traders 
in the town of Maryborough be postponed until 
after a special meeting of the committee has 
discussed the matter more fully.' After some 
discussion an order was made that no card of mem- 
bership be issued except through the wardens of 
their district or by resolution of the committee. 
A complaint havine been made that Daniel Eellya 
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of ^RaCnnamanntt (a member of our branch), sold liay toi 
an obiectionable person, an explanation was con- 
sidered necessary, and the secretary ordered to ask 
him to attend next meeting on 14thinst.to answer it." 
Witness. — This particular matter had reference to « 
sale of hay by Kelly to a party who was partly 
boycotted. Wo insisted upon this— that members of 
the League who of their own free will had joined ua 
should abide by the rules of the League and shun men 
who had committed social crime. We did not inter** 
fere with the action of non-members of the League. 

I will read the next entries :•— 

" Sunday, July 12, 1886.--Achargeof keeping com- 
pany with a boycotted person was broujB^ht against a 
member. He appeared before the meeting, gave an 
explanation why ne appeared in the boycotted person's 
company, and promised to shun it in future." '* Son- 
day, November 1, 1885. — At usual monthly meeting a 
letter was read from the Shadbally branch with re« 
ference to the landgrabber fund, and a lengthened 
discussion took place, in the course of which it was 
mentioned that shopkeepers in the town who were 
members of the League kept company with grabbers, • 
The following resolution was proposed b^r B. Cooket' 
seconded by G. C. Bradj*, and passed unanimously t*^. 
* That we regret to notice that notorious landgrabbers 
are thus supplied with goods by several traders in this, 
town. We wish distinctly to state that such conduct, 
is totally opposed to the principles of the League, and. 
if they do not desist from this evil course they must 
not be surprised if the penalty of traitorism is ap— 

Slied.' The names of the traders alluded to were 
lessrs. J.Hepwell,A.Case,J. Keen, and Mr. Foynts." 

What is the " penalty of traitorism " ?— In thi» 
case it would mean that men who had joined the 
National League of their own free will and whose 
conduct was in direct opposition to the rules would: 
be expelled from the organization publicly. 

It is not stated here that the men in question were 
members of the League ?— But they were members, I 
am sure. 

The penalty of traitorism in Ireland is rather severe, 
is it not ?— In some cases it is, but in this case the 
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penalty would limplj be public ex^nlsion from the 
orguiisation. 

.^ Would any one deal with penooB so expelled ?— The 
best proof that people woald deal with them is that 
We never had a case of bojcottinjir in Maryborough, 
except one case of partial boycotting which I men- 
tioned yesterday. 

. I suppose this resolntion had the desired effect, and 
^at the people named in it did desist from the oouzse 
of conduct wnich was objected to ?— I think so. 

. Supposing they had refused to desist, and that the 
penalty of traitorism had been meted out to them, 
would anybody have been allowed to deal with them ? 
-r-I think that one of the parties, Mr. Hepwell, con- 
finued to supply the landgrabbers, and he suffered no 
inconvenience In consequence. 

* Then yon did not carry out your resolution ?— Not In 
its entirety. Many of our resolutions were passed 
with the object of preventing men from doing wrong. 

If these persons had disobeyed this order of the 
Xioagne and had been eitpelled, would any one have 
lieen allowed to deal with them ?^I cannot answer 
that, because the contingency did not arise. The 
penality would be that the parties would be expelled 
Mid incur public odium. 

If persons were expelled from the League in conse* 

ioenoe of Iheir miscondoot were people allowed to 
eal with them ?— We never interfered with members 
of the public who desired to deal with them, and 
Bwmbers of the League could deal with them also if 
they were so minded. It would be a question for our 
f^ommittee afterwards to determine whether such 
members should be expelled. If members broke the 
^es of the orffaniaation which they of their own free 
will had joined we expelled them. 

' Are yoor members allowed to deal with expelled 
persons ^— If they are so minded they can. 

And your ^committee would afterwards consider their 
eondnot ?— Yes ; we should considw whether they had 
been guilty of a breach of the rules. We oonsioer it 
» breach of the rules for any man to commit any great 
public crime or any social crime. 

' On Sunday, December 6, 1885, I see that " it was 
imanimously agreed to that the explanation given by 
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Mr. M'Dermott was entirely Batiflfactory» he engagiiup 
not to supply men obnoxious to the League in future.^ 
—There hald been evictions at Luggacurrec, and somo 
people from that district had come to Maryboronih to 
obtain some supplies. 

See to what an extent you carry your disapproval— 
*' Mr. Charles M'Dermott gave notice that at tho 
next meeting he would charge Mr. Joseph Brennan 
with drinking in one house with Mr. Atkinson." 
(Laughter).— -That was rather an nnnecessavr notion 
Sir. We were bound to take that notice from 
M'Oermott, but he was never a friend of the National 
League. 

But he was at your meeting ?—Yes. 

This transaction, I suppose, shows what freedom 
of action is enjoyed in Maryborough ?-^I do not 
suppose there is a town in Ireland where there is 
80 much freedom. This case was in the nature of a 
private dispute between two ^parties, one striving to 
give the other a Boland for his Oliver. It was Mt« 
Brennan who had complained of Mr. M'Dermott. 

This case represents what you call freedom of action 
in Maryborough ?— No, it represents only the action 
of one man, Mr. M' Dennett. The notice appears in 
the minute book, but it does not appear that one 
committee oondemnedthe person pointed at. Then<>t2c6 
was accepted to please Mr. M'Dermott. 

To please this enemy of the Land League ?— Yes. 
we gave every man freedom. It shows how impartial 
we are. (Laughter.) 

Freedom to deal with whom he likes and where h» 
likes ?— Certainly. 

Even with land-grabbers?— Even with a land-inrabbef. 
if the person dealing is not a member of the National 
League. 1 consider that if a gentleman at the Bar 
commits any act against his brethren ' 

Sib H. JjLmes. — I have not asked your opinion npon 
anv such matter. 

Mr. LocKWOOD.— You are treading on very delicato 
ground now. (Laughter.) 

Sib H. James.-— Did you ever report anybody'f 
action to the Central League ? I see here :— ' ' Snqday^ 
April 3, 1887.— At the usual monthly meeting a letter 
was read from the Central League intimating that 
the alleged case of land-grabbing at Castletown ha4 
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been aader the consideration of the central executive, 
and they bad ruled that the Castletown resolution 
should be upheld. The secretary was ordered to write 
to the Central League and state this branch would 
abide by said resolution.*' — Castletown is nine miles 
from Maryborough, and there was a case of alleged 
land-grabbing there, which was brought under the 
notice of the Central League. A communication 
eame to us from Castletowu, and our committee con- 
sidered it, and on the merits we held that it was not 
a case of land-grabbing. 

What was the meaning of the interposition of the 
Central League ? — I do not know, unless the Castle- 
town branch had communicated with the Central 
League. I cannot say how the matter came before 
our committee. 

The Fbssibskt.— The Central League may have 
oommissloned a neighbouring League to investigate 
the matter. 

' Sir H. James. — I see no resolution denouncing 
crime in this minute book ? — There is no such resolu- 
tion, for this reason — that Queen's County is singularly 
free from crime and outrage. 

Be-ezamined by Mr. Lockwood. — There was no 
crime to denounce. If I had had earlier notice that 
I should be wanted to give evidence here I could 
have collected newspapers showing how we denounced 
crime whenever necessary. There was never any 
physical interference with any person for not acting 
according to the wishes of the League. 

The expression ** the penalty of traitorism ** refers, 
you say, to expulsion from the League ?— Certainly. 

Over i>ersons who were not members of the League 

Jou did not attempt to exercise any jurisdiction ?— We 
id not. 

Sir H. James. — There is one other matter about 
which I should like to ask the witness a question. 
Here Is a letter dated March 1, 1889. It is addressed 
to the secretary of the Maryborough branch and comes 
from a neighbouring branch. In it occur these words : 
— ** We have a report from a respectable member of 
our vi^lance, who reported the case to our centre." 
What IS meant by ** a member of our vigilance '* ?— 
A complaint was made by a branch ot tne League in 
^ipperaij, that a. cattle -dealer had bought some cattle 



uigitizea Dy vjv_7v. 



.^iv 



!rHB snsctA]:. ooionnfHnfL^ 1V9 

on a boycotted fann. I wrote in reply Baying that 
there was no cause for our interference. 

I want to know the meaning of the words ** onr 
vigilance '* ?— I cannot tell yon. As far as I know 
we never had a vigilance committee in oar branch. 

Then when a branch committee writes using the ez« 
pression ** our vigilance " the words had no meaning 
tor youP— In this case the words would mean that somO' 
members of that branch had made a report. I have 
never known anv vigilance committee to be connected 
with any branch of the League. There was no sneh 
committee connected with our branch. Of course I can* 
not answer for the eccentricities of other brani^es. 

By Mr. Logkwood.—I received the letter that has 
been read. A cattle-dealer in Maryborouffh had 
bought some cattle from a boycotted farmer in Tip- 
perary. I replied simply acknowledging the receipt 
of the letter. I then went to the person about whom 
the complaint was made and told nim that I did not 
wish to have the matter brought before our committee or 
mentioned publicly. I asked him whether it was his 
wish to give an explanation, and he gave an explana- 
tion, which I sent to the secretary who had written 
to me. There never was any mention made of the 
matter publicly to my knowledge. 



Mr. Foley, M.F., whose examination had been ad« 
joumed in order to enable him to produce certain 
documents, was recalled and examined by Mr. A* 
BxrssBLL. He said : — I produce the coontenoil book 
for which I hare been asked. I drew the cheque for 
£100, which was referred to when I wasezaminea last, 
in the ordinary way. That is the cheoae drawn in 
favour of F. Byrne. It was also pasted back on the 
counterfoil in the ordinary way. As to the item of 
£600 which appears in my banker's account, £500 
came from the Pearl Assurance Company to cover pay* 
ments and £100 from the treasurer of the League, 
who was in Paris— Mr. Egan— payable, I believe, to 
Byrne in London. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Mttbfht.— Have youyonr 
pass-book here ?— Yes. 

Were you aware the last time you were here that 
this £100 cheoue was a remittance from Alezander'sf 
.-Yes. 
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When did jovl firii become: aware of that ?— Whea X 
'(ezchanged tne cheqaes. 

■ Have yoa always remembered that this was a cheque 
,f iren to Byrne ?— Yes. 

You gave Tour cheque to Byrne ?*-Ye8* 
. Where ?^in my office. 

What did he give you ?— He brought this cheque for 
£100, drawn by Mr. Egan in favour of Byrne and paid 
throi^h Alexander's. 

Upon what bank ?— Upon Alexander's, I think. I 
jam not sure. It is some seven or eight years ago. 
. If it was drawn in favour of Byrne, he could have 
cashed it himself at Alexander's ?— No ; it was a 
grossed cheque. 

Have you always considered that that was a pay^* 
xnent pertinent to this inquiry ?— Yes, on account of 
a detective from the Government calling at the 
ci&oe. I then considered it to be my duty to take 
note of it. 

When did the detective call at your office ?— Shortly 
After Byrne left London. 

And you verv properly included it in your affidavit 
of documents r-— Yes. 

Was that the first cheque yon ever changed f o^ 
Byrne— -just consider well before you answer th^ 
question ? — I may have cashed one or two small cheques 
for him— in fact, I think I did so— I am positive I 
liave. 

For what amounts ?— I cannot remember the 
•mounts. I looked into my pass-book to see if I 
eould find Byrne's name, and as I could not find it I 
concluded that I had simply cashed the cheques. 

Yon remember that ?*«Ye8 ; X have a kind of re- 
eolleotion of it. 

The fact of Byrne leaving the country in the way 
lie did would have recalled it to your mind ?— Yes. 

Therefore, I may take it that you have no doubt o'4 
the point ?— I have no doubt. 

, Did you cash the smaller cheques before or afte^ 
this one ?— Before, I should say ; but my recoUectioV 
pf the matter is verv faint. I do not think that I 
cashed any cheque for him after that one. 

Was Byrne in the habit of coming to your office ?-• 
Only occasionally. I do not think that he came half 
ft dosen times altogether. 
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Hai he t>een at ycmr office after the dai6 of thif 
cheque ?— Yes, he called shortly before he l«ft hast* 
don. As I was a member of the executive of ^e 
British Land League at the time, he came to tell m% 
that it was his utention to resign. As he had pre- 
viously been ill, I told him that he ought to tak« 
leave of absence for a month or two rather than 
resign. 
. Did yon give him any money ?— No. 

Neither directly nor indirectly ?— No. 

Did you give Mr. Quinn money for him ?— No.^ 

You knew that he was going away ?— No, I did not 
know that he was going away. 

Well, for the moment I will leave Byrne. Wer« 
other members of the Irish Parliamentary narty in 
the habit of coming to your office ? — I nave had 
several members of Parliament call to see me wheif 
they were in town. 

Did they come and sit in yoor office for a time ?-> 
They may have done »o» 

Qive me the names of those who used to come-^id 
Mr. Biggar ? — Mr. Biggar has never been in my 
office. While I am upon this I may say that it has 
been sworn here that Mr. Pamell eame to my office ; 
bat he never did sotalthongh 1 should have conaideEed 
it a great honour had he done so. . » 

You were on the executive committee of tho 
English Land League, you say P-^Yea, I was, hut f 
am not now. 

The paid servants of which were Frank Byrne and 
Walsh, of Middlesbrongh ?— Yes. 
' When did you begin to receive money on aeoonnt of 
the English Land League ? — It was not my bosiness or 
my place to receive money for them. 

I want to know when the English Land Lea|ra» 
heffan to receive money, and what was done with it f 
—I cannot remember the date. 

It was after October, 1881, at all events ?— Yes. . 

Was an account kept of the moneys that were re« 
ceived ?— Yes. 

Were the sums entered in a book ?— Yes, I believe 

BO. 

And what was done with the money ?— Yes. 
Where is that book-^the book, I mean, containing 
the acooonts between 1881 and 1883 N-I do aol 
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imow* Lbave not been a;inember of the ezecncive of 
IbeXeagne for liz yean. 

W&ere was it kept ?— In:the^office of Che League. 

In Whose charge was it ?— In that of the Becre« 
taries. 

What were their names ?•— Frank Byrne at first. 

And after him ?— The person who succeeded him. 

Who was that ?— I think the assistant secretary. 

What was his name ? — M'Sweeney, I believe. 

Who was the gentleman who was in principal 
charge of the office from October, 1881, to October, 
1883 ?— The assistant secretary, as far as my memory 
serves me. 

Were cheques received from the Irish Land League 
between October, 1881, and October, 1882 ?— I should 
say so. I know that money was received from the 
Irish Land League at some time. 

Were cheques received from Mr. Justin M'Carthy 
during that period ?—l believe that Mr. Justin 
McCarthy cashed cheques for the League. 

Is there any record that you can produce of whaC 
was done with • these cheques and of the amount 
Yeceived P— No. It is years ago since I was con^ 
nected with the League. 

Who is to tell us about this matter ?—The executive 
who succeeded to office after I ceased to be a member 
of it. 

Who are they ?—Mr. T. F. O'Connor is the president 
Of it, 

' But he has been examined, and he says he knows 
nothing at all about the matter. Is it tne fact that 
nobodv knows anything about these cheques,and of the 
way the money was disposed of ? — That is not for me 
to say. I can only say what I know myself. 

Had you a banking account ?— Yes ; at the Central 
Bank of London. That was my private banking 
account. 

Had not the League a banking account ?— No. 

It had no banking; account, and no books, and you 
liave no information - to give the Court about wis 
matter ?— The books in my time were kept at the 



But they have disappeared ?— I know nothing aboi^t 
them. 

Mr. BXID.— I an sure that my learned friend would 
Jiot wish tto;r make a misstatement of fact. ThesQ 
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bo61c0'of the BritLsh'^Land League have been inspected 
by those whom my learned friend represents. 

Mb. Jxtstiob A. L. Smith.— Not those for the years 
1881 and 1882. 

The Attobnet-Genekal.— I may remind yonr 
Lordships that Mr. Lewis stated in his affidavit that 
it appeared from a list produced b:^ Brady that there 
was a cash-book kept by the British Land Lea^e 
between 1881 and 1883 exactly in accordance with 
what this witness says. Mr. Lewis came back and 
said it was a mistake^ and that book has never been 
produced. 

Cross-examination continued. — You will agree with 
me that this was a very important period in the 
history of the British Land League in connexion with 
this inquiry, inasmuch as it has been shown that 
Byrne and Walsh were servants of the League, and to 
the latter was traced the possession of arms. Can you 
not tell us what became of the money of the League 
during the period I have mentioned ? — It is im« 
possible for me to remember the items^ seeing that I 
am not in possession of the books. 

Have you the counterfoil of this cheque of yours in 
favour of Frank Byrne ? — Mr. Soames has it. 

I think not. We have asked for it over and over 
Bgain, and have been unable to get it ? — I understood 
that Mr. Lewis's clerk had &ken it round to Mr. 
Soames. 

Mr. LoG£WOOD.— Here is the book with the counter- 
foil pasted in 'along with the other cheques and 
counterfoils. 

The book was handed;^to|the witness, who said t-« 
Here is the connterfoil. 

Cross-examination continued.— I see that it bears an 
entry in pencil. As far as I can see that is the 
only instance in which the entry on the counterfoil is 
dade in pencil ? — I believe that that is so. 

Why is that in pencil- instead of in ink P-^I do not 
know*— the entry was made by the clerk, and not by 
me. 

Did B3iy of the members of Parliament have any 
account with the Pearl Insurance Company ? — ^No. 

Be-examined by Mr. Beid.— I never had charge of 
the books myself. 

Mr. Beid. — My Lords, I desire to point out with re« 
gard to this counterfoil that it was stated by this 
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witnefs in his examination-in-chief that the entry upon 
it was made in pencil. I think that the Walsh to whom 
the possession of arms was traced was Thomas Walsh* 

Mr. MintPHY.— No ; John Walsh, of Middlesbrough. 

Be-ezamination continued.— The cheque payable 
to Byrne, for which I gave my cheque m exchange, 
was an open one and was payable to his order, and 
was endorsed by him. 

Mr. Shmbsole, examined by Mr. BxiD, said t 
*-I was a clerk in the Pearl Insurance 
office. I recollect taking that cheque out 
of a book into which it had been pasted. 1 did so 
when Mr. Foley was subpoenaed. I tore the cheque 
out. 

Cross-examined by the Attorkzt-Gxnxbal.— I was 
in the Pearl Insurance office in 1882. 

Did you know any of the members of Parliament 
yourself ?— I knew a few by sight. 

Have you seen them upon the Pearl Insurance 
pemises at all ?•— I have seen one or two of them 
there. 

In 1881 and 1882 ?—l cannot say exactly to tho 
(late. I have seen them there since then. 

Whom have you seen there ? — Mr. Pyne. 

Anybody else— Mr. O^Kelly ?— No. 
• Who then ?— Mr. Campbell. 

Nobody else ?— I do not remember. 

Were not any of the Irish members of Parliament 
in the habit of coming to the Pearl Insurance office 
in 1881-2 ?— No, not that I remember. 

And it could not have happened that they cama 
without your knowing it ? — ^No, I think not. 

Did any of the clerks of the office keep any accounts 
for the Irish members of Parliament ?-~Ko. 

Used either of the Mr. Bedmonds to come at that 
time ?-^They were in the office in 1879 for a short 
time, but not together. They were not members of 
Parliament then. Thev were temporarily employed ia 
the office at the end of 1879 or the begiiming of 1880. 
John first, and then William. 

Were the Mr. Bedmonds constant visitors to the 
office after they ceascid to be employed there ?— No s 
I have not seen them there since. 

The PBBSXDXirT.— Why did yon tear this cheque 
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out of the book in which it wa« paptea ?— Becaiwe 
I understood that the cheque only was wanted for the 
purposes of this inq uiry , and not the hook itself. 

Tne Presidbnt.— What directions did you receiv6 
about it ?— Mr. Foley asked me to hunt for tJii» old 
cheque. 

The PbesideKT.— And when you came upon it you 
tore it out of the book ?— Yes, my Lord. 

The Pbesidbnt. — Your instructions were for fh^ 
cheque specifically ?— Yes, my Lord. " 

Mr. BEID.—Mr. Foley's subpoena only refers to the 
cheque, and not to the counterfoil. 

Mr. Alderman Daniel O'Ryan, the Mayor of Cork, 
was re-called and cross-oxamined by Mr. Atkinsok.--- 
When did you first join the Land League ?— In 1879. 

Had you attended the meeting of the Cork Land 
League in reference to which Mr. John O'Connor has 
been examined ? — I do not know the date of that 
meeting. 

Did you attend the meeting that was held in the 
Cork Chamber of Commerce on the 11th of October, 
1880, for the purpose of reorganizing the League ?— 
Yes. 

Did you hear Mr. Dillon speak there ?— Yes. 

Were you a member of the I.R.B. ? — ^No. 

Did you take part in the meeting of the League on 
the Irth of July, 1881, at their rooms in Prince's- 
street ?— Yes. 

^as there a Mr. C. P. O'SuUivan present on that 
occasion ? — Yes. 

Do you know that he is a member of the Fenian 
Brotherhood ?— I do not. 

Did you read in the newspapers an account of. the 
raid for arms made upon the steamship Juno ? — Yes. 

Is not Mr. C. P. O'SuUivan the person who com- 
t)lained of the resolution of the Land League censuring 
Those who took part in that raid ? — Yes. 

Do you remember his proposing this resolution, 
which appears in the Cork Herald of July 17j 1881 
— " That in the event of the Government ti^n^ by 
unconstitutional means to suppress our organization, 
we advise the people to form secret committees, of 
men who know each other in each parish to «arry out 
the object for which the League was formed " ? 
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Wifcness.— Is my name there ? 

Yes ?— I do not think that 'was carried, ^To the' 
best of my recollection that was not carried. 

Are you able to recall to yonr mind whether yoq 
objected at that or any other meeting to that resoln* 
tion ? — I say it was not carried at all, so far as I re«< 
member. 

I will read to you what Mr. O'Sullivan said. This 
Is from the CorA; j^era^c^, January 17» 1881. (Beading) :— • 

''Mr. O' Sullivan said he was just giring the reasons 
%hy he brought forward his motion. The reason of it 
was because he had carefully studied the speeches 
made by members of the Government in Parliament, 
and he thought that if the Government adopted the 
measures they anticipated from those speeches the 
Land League would be immediately smashed up. He 
was a member of a trade society, and when they had 
a serious strike in it they were obliged to dissolve 
their society. There was another committee formed, a 
secret commitee. It was not oath-bound, and did not 
come within the laws of the Church, as was intimated 
in the paper referred to, but the conmiittee thought it 
was illegal to prevent the Government coming at the 
people of the trade, and enabled them to do some 
practical work in connexion with their society. Now, 
he thought it would be a very great responsibility for 
the League to assume to be giving the Government 
facilities to prosecute the people. 

« The Chamnan, interrupting, said that he had been 
listening very carefully to Mr. O'Sullivan, and be- 
lieved he was now out of order, as he was going out* 
side the discussion of what took place at Saturaay's 
meeting. 

** Mr. O' Sullivan.— This is in reference— 

•* The Chairman. — I appeal to you now — 

*• Mr. 0*Connor.—IthinK this discussion is premature. 

" Mr. O' Sullivan. — ^Am I to understand that you 
liave that rule that no person can give notice but a 
member of the committee ? 

*• The Chairman explained that any member could 
give notice, but the notice of motion should first come 
before the commitee. 

"Mr. O* Sullivan.— I never saw the rule. 

*• The Chairman. — It is in existence. 

•* Mr. O' Sullivan.— Then I hand in the following 
notico of motion to the committee :— * That in the 
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event of the Govemment trying by tuELSonstitntional 
means to suppress onr organization, we advise the 
people to formsecret committees of men, who know 
eacn other in each parish, to carry oat the objects for 
which the Land League was formed.' 

** The Chairman.— There can be no objection to that. 

** Mr. R. Walsh.— Can't anybody propose a resolntion 
here but a member of the committee r The committee 
want to monopolize everything." 
And so it goes on. 

The Pbesident .—What was the resalt ? 

Mr. Atkinson.— That was a notice of motion. (To 
witness.) Did not that come before the next meeting 
of the League P— Not to my knowledge. 

Did you not attend the next meeting of ^ the League ? 
*-I cannot say. 

Have you any doubt that yon attended the njBxt 
meeting following that at which that resolution was 
considered ? — I cannot say that. 

Among the members present were John O'Connor, 
John Deasy, D. Ryan, T.C., and John Heifeman. Do 
you know whether these secret committees were 
formed ?— The witness was understood to answer in 
the negative. 

I cannot find a report of the next meeting of the 
League with reference to any proceedings with regard 
to this. 

Mr. Re ID. — You do not find that it was seconded. 

Mr. Atkinson. — It was a notice of motion. (To 
witness.) Did you keep any books? — They were kept ; 
I never kept them ; the notice of motion would ap- 
pear upon the books I should say. Books were kept, and 
I saw them. I do not know who was the seoretary. 
Mr. P. P. O'Neill, who was secretary at one timoi 
does not live in Cork, and I do not know who suo 
ceeded him. 

Are you a business man ? — Yes, 

Did you not know that the proceedings were entered 
in the minute-book ?— I should say so, but I had 
nothing at all to do with it ; I had nothing to do with 
the books more than to see that they were correct. I 
cannot tell you in whoso charge I saw them last. 

Who was the secretary of the National League on 
its creation ? — I think Mr. O'Connor was one ; I axQ 
not quite sure. I am not quite sure whether the 
National League had books. I do not know wha keeps 
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them if there are books ; I am a member of the 
League by virtae of my office as mayor ; I was not 
last year nor the year before. 

Your answer of yesterday was this. (Reading) r— 
** As far as I know with regard to crime and outrage 
in Cork and its Vicinity, it nas always preached the 
doctrine of peace and quietness, and prevented outrage 
in eyery shape and form that came under its obserya- 
tion. And 1 may tell you further tHat there was 
Bcarcely a committee meeting for several years that I 
did not attend up to within the last two years. Since 
4 became mayor I have attended every meeting, I be* 
Heve, with one exception during the whole time : and 
there was nothing occurred that I could find the leaa^ 
objection to." — Certainly. 

Who, therefore, had the books of the National 
League ?— Mr. William Murphy and Mr. Ford. 

Yon took an interest in the proceedings of the 
League ?•— Yes. 

Who took charge of the books when it was sup- 
pressed in 1881 ?— I do not know at all. I made no 
inquiry. I had no account of the expenditure, and 1 
had no letters from the central office in Dublin. I 
^ould say there had been letters received by the com- 
snittee from Dublin, and letters sent to the central 
branch. It is likely that copies of them would be 
kept, but I do not know ; and I do not know where 
they are. I do not know what became of them when 
the League was broken up ; I had nothing to do with 
the books. 

Mr. BsiD.— My Lords, is my friend inviting me 
to call these secretaries ? This witness does not 
know about these books. 

The Pbssidsnt.— At present he is being cross- 
examined. 

Mr. Atkinson.— You passed a resolution condemn- 
ing the Phcsnix Park munier ?— Yes. 

So that you did not confine your condemnation to 
outrages taking place within your district ?->No. 

You extended your condemnation beyond that? — ^Yes. 

You say the League endeavoured to condemn crime 
and outrage in every way ? — Yes. 

Do you think assistance |[iven to detect criminals 
would be a good way of putting down crime aiid out- 
rase ?—It all depends. 

Mr. Bbid.— I cannot hear a word of what he says. 
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The Pbxsibent.— I find the same difficulty. (To 
witness.) I cannot hear half you say* 

Mr. Atkinson.— You said, the Lea^e had endear 
voured to preach the doctrine of peace and quietuessi 
and prevented outrage in every shiape and form ? — Yes. 

Do you consider that giving information to the sm^ 
thorities with reference to outrage that had beeii 
committed would he a good way of preventing the 
occurrence of outrage ? — Yes, I do think it is a good 
thing under certain circumstances — the cireumstaAces 
which happened in the unfortunate occurrence ia 
Fhoeniz Park. In regard to that imfortunate occur- 
rence we held a meeting on the Sunday and denounced 
the crime, and announced a subscription, in addition 
to the G-ovemment reward, to bring the guilty parfciea 
to justice. 

You have said ]rou did not confine your denunciation* 
to your own district ? — It was only in that case. 

Did you not denounce outrage outside your own 
district ? — ^Yes, certainly. 

Cork Dailf Herald^ February 28, 1881 (reading) :— 

** Mr. D. J. Biordan (in the chair), Messrs. B* 
Farrell, J. O'Connor (hon. sec.) — — " 

Witness.— t do not think I was there, but if my 
name is there I probably was. 

Yes, D. Ryan, T.C. ?— That is right. 



Mr. (rOonnor said that he had received a letter 
from the secretary to the effect that the Bnttevant Lmd 
League had passed a resolution offering a reward to 
Any person who would brinjir to nrosecution the perpe- 
trators of the outrage near that town*, and asking- 
for an expression of opinion from the Corl^ Land 
League upon the subject. He (Mr. O'Connor) 
begged to suggest to the writer that thev ought to 
allow the Government to do their own police work. 
(Hear, hear.) 

*' Mr, Byan.— Certainly ; what have we to do with 
it?" 

Do you remember that ?— No ; but it is likely I 
said it. 

Have you any doubt you said it ? — ^No, none what* 
ever if it is there. 

What was the outrage ?— I do not remember. 

Did you ascertain at the time ?*-It is likely I did* 
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Why di J yoti say you had nothing to do with it ?^l 
bad nothing to do with that. 

Why did jovl not encourage the Buttevant League ia 
the detection of this crimiual ?— I do not know ; I 
do not remember ever saying it. 

Did you say it ?— Perhaps I did. 

Did you say a moment ago that you had no doubt 
you said it ?— I did. 

What changed your mind ?— Nothing at all. If I- 
knew the surroundings of the case and the whole thing 
perhaps I would be able to tell you why I said it, but 
I do not know the circumstances. 

Did you on any occasion assist or encourage the 

fiblic to aid the police in the detection of crime ? — 
did not : crime has not come under my notice. The 
League did. 

And this was the League which was asked to co- 
operate with the Buttevant League ?— What is the rest 
of the meeting ? 

The rest of the meeting does not deal with it. I 
have read all that deals with it. *' The subject then 
dropped." Would these proceedings be in your book ? 
—I cannot tell you. 

Ee-examined by Mr. Ebid,— Do you recollect 
whether that resolution with regard to organizing 
secret committees was seconded ? — I do not. 

The FBESiDEiirT.— It was only to give notice of 
motion. 

Mr. Re ID. —In point of fact, did it ever come to 
Anything ? — It never came to anything. 

Do you recollect whether Mr. Farnell said or did 
anything in reference to that notice of motion ? — X do 
not recollect. 

Peter Flood was the next witness called. He was 
examined by Mr. Lionel HiLRT. Witness said,— I 
am chairman of the town commissioners of Longford, 
and have been so for about eight years. I remember 
the Land League beixig started in Longford about the 
middle of October, 1880. I was treasurer of it until 
it was suppressed in 1881. I held an office in the 
National League, which was started in January, 1884, 
and I have been president of it since it started. I 
biLve acquaintance with the Leagues > in my district, 
as well as this particular one. I believe they have 
done more to put down crime and outrage than the 

Digitized by LjOOQIC 



vbx sfsoial commission. Isi 

Coercion Act and the police put together. At every 
county meeting there is always a resolution passed 
denouncing crime and outrage. The class of people 
who joined the League were shopkeepers, farmers, 
artisans, labourers, and generally the respectable 

Eeople. We never coerced any person to join the 
eague. 

By Mr. Davitt.— When you are asked abont crime 
you do not know anything about the relative amount 
of crime in England ? — No. 

You know that there are crimes committed bv land« 
lords in Ireland ?— Yes, that is a great cause ox crime 
in Ireland. 

In Longford is there much sympathy between the 
people and the police ?— -They get on fairly well 
toeether. 

Would you say that in Ireland generally there is 
much sympathy between the people and the police ?-• 
No. 

Would you say that arose from the belief that the 
police are the servants of the landlords rather than of 
the people ?— Yes, and in the bad years of 1879 and 
1880, when it was a general thing to give reductions 
of rent all over Ireland, we were rather unfortunate, 
inasmuch as we had three or four very bad agents, 
who were agents nearlv all over the county — - 

Thank you, that will do. 

Gross-examined by the Attobney-Gbkbbal.— What 
are these crimes committed by landlords ? — Well, I 
think when they charge a man too much rent and put 
him out unjustly. I have known cases in the Land 
Commission where the rents have been reduced 70 per 
cent. 

By crimes committed by landlords do yon mean en« 
forcing rent ? — Unjust rent. 

Who is to be the judge of the injustice ?^It has 
been proved in the Land Court. I know a case where 
they got 70 per cent. On Lord Annaly's property the 
average reduction is over 40 per cent. 

When was that reduction of 70 per cent. ?— I have 
seen cases of over 70 per cent. I have seen cases of 
up to 60 per ceut, on that property up to three years 
•go. 

How long is it since they have been allowed to 
take the landlord into court ?^AjKQod many.^of .thenx 
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Iiad 9Jtevm and could not go into court ; if they had 
done so th6y would have been ejected. 

What was tbe League of which you were treasurer ? 
—The Land League. 

What branch ?— The Longford branch. 

Have you got the books nere ?— 1 have most of them. 

Have you the books and resolutions ?— I have the 
books of the National League, all I could find. 

Have you the books of the Longford Land League 
here P—I have not. 

What office had you P—Treasurer. 

When was it founded ?— October, 1880. 

How long did it continue ?—Up till the time of the 
suppression, some time in 1881. 

Did you keep books ?— Yes. 

Besolutions entered ? — Yes. 

Names of land-grabbers entered ?— I do not know any 
man expelled during the Land League, but if he was 
0an>ellea for land-grabbing he would be entered. 

If the League thought a tenant was unjustly evicted, 
the man taking a farm was called a land-grabber ?— 
Yes. 

Is it not the fact that in those books during the end 
of 1880 and in the year 1881 there were resolutions 
respecting the persons called land-grabbers? — I cannot 
say. I have not seen the books since the suppression 
of the League till recently. 

What became of the books after the suppression of 
the League ?-— Mr, Gallagher, who is now living in 
the north of Ireland, was the secretary and had them. 
He gave me this week, when I was coming over, the 
books I now produce. 

Were there any resolutions of the National League 
denouncing crime ? — Yes. I have looked for them 
and have found one instance. 

The ATTOaKBY-GENBBAL.— I call vour attention to 
a resolution passed on October 18, 1885, in which 
the branch express their sorrow for the injustice sus« 
tained by James, John, and Charles Newman by 
reason of the murderous assault committed on them, 
and hoped that the authorities would succeed in 
punishing the perpetrators of the outrage ; how had 
that assault arisen r— A county demonstration had been 
held, which the persons in question had attended, and 
on tt^eir way home were assaulted and beaten. TbQ 
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dispute had arisen in this way. Mr. Wilson, the 
secretary of the branch, had held a farm and wanted 
to dispose of it. He put it up for auction as he had a 
right to do, and the agent, because he was a 
Nationalist, served him with a notice claiming to 
buy his interest at £150. Mr. Wilson went on with 
the sale and sold the farm for £350, and the matter 
was tried before Mr. Beeves, a sub-commissioner, 
and he decided that the proper value of the farm waa< 
what it fetched in the open market from a solvent 
tenant. The Newmans bought the farm, making a compro-^. 
mise with the agent, and there was jealQusy between 
tiiem and the other parties who had bid for the farm. 

The President.— As I understand, the attack was 
made upon members of the League ? 

Witness.— Yes, my Lord. 

Cross-examination continued. — ^Another resolution of 
the branch stated that the members of the League 
were opposed to the commission of outrage and crime, 
*snch as rick burning and cattle maiming, as the 
owners of property so destroved were liberally com-*' 
pensated at the expense of the ratepayers. That was 
not the only reason why members of the League 
objected to outrage. I got the books I produce from 
the secretary and treasurer of mv branch on the Mon- 
day before I started. I was told by Mr. Pickett that 
I should want the resolutions denouncing outrage, and 
I looked for them. I only found one. I cannot say 
whether there were any resolutions of the Land 
League in 1880 in condemnation of crime. There may 
have been, but I do not believe there were. 

■ The Attobney-Genebal.— A resolution was passed 
by the National League on June 27, 1886, to the. 
effect that, Thomas Oonnell having acknowledged his 
intimate association with a man expelled from the 
branch for land-grabbing, his name should be erased 
fh>m the list of members of the League and his sub- 
scription returned to him. What was the eonsequenca*' 
of his being expelled ?— Nothing, except the expnK 
sion. We never coerced any one to join, and if th^ 
did not act up to the rules they were expelled. 

There is another resolution dated Slst October«^ 
1886, condemning the action of certain *' grass-grab- 
bers." Du you know how long the previous tenant in., 
that case had been in arrears r— In no arrean at alU;, 
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The previous* tenant was able and willing to pay hid 
rent. After the passing of the Land Act the tenant 
went into Coart ; the decision of the Court was that 
it was a residential holding, and the tenant waa 
accordingly evicted. 

The man was evicted after having had notice tO| 
quit ?— Yes. 

And, the farm being re-let, the next tenant was 
treated as a land-grabber ?— Yes. 

Cross-examination continned.^Prior to 1879 the 
county of Longford was not as free from crime as it 
is at present. I do not think the county had been 
singularly free from crime up to that date. It is true 
that according to the returns in 1878 there was no 
case of intimidation in the county; in 1879, which was 
a bad year, there were 16 crimes ; in 1880, 31 ; in 
1881, S6 ; and in 1882, 108 ; but if you were living 
in Ireland you would know what these things mean, 
threatening notices being included. 

The Attobnby-Genbbal.— The figures I have given 
you deal with actual cases of intimidation, incendiary 
fires, injury to propertv, and firing into dwellings ; 
did the Land League take any steps to ascertain who 
were the criminals who were committing these 
crimes P— So far as my knowledge goes, no member of 
the branch had anything to do with outrages. The 
members of the League did not give information to 
the authorities as they were not detectives, and there 
were plenty of police. The Land League contained 
the minority of the people, but I do not suggest that 
any of the branches took any steps to obtain the 
detection of criminals. I cannot say whether,if mem- 
bers of the League knew the authors of any crime, 
they would give information to the police. I cannot 
point to any resolution in the book I have brought 
asking people to aid in the detection of crime. 

Be-examined by Mr. Reid.— Whether rightly or 
wrongly the people of Ireland, in consequence of 
evictions and for other reasons, were distrusuul of the 
police. There was also a distrust with regard to the 
administration of justice, and these things contributed 
bo prevent persons from giving information to the 
police. Although it is true that from 1879 onwardfl 
Ehere was an increase of crime in Lon^ord, it is also 
the case that evictions also increased in number. The 
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evlohons ^ere 24 families: in 1878, - 1? iii 1879» 
63 in 1880» 332 in 1881, and 238 in 1882. Crime 
therefore progressed proportionately with evictions. 
There were not many denunciations of crime by oar 
branch, because there were not many serious crimes in 
the district. Before the Land League or the National 
League came into existence crime existed in Longford, 
owing to the action of Bibbonism and other secret 
societies. 

The At tobney-Genebal.— Perhaps I might* be 
allowed to question the witness with respect to 
Bibbonism, as it does not arise out of my cross- 
examination. (To witness.^ Do you suggest tnat yon 
yourself knew of these Biobon societies ? — I did not 
know ; I suspected they existed, and I have no doubt 
they did. 

Did you think that the Bibbon societies were at the 
bottom of the outrages in 1881 and 1882 ?^I cannot 
say that. 

Do you represent to my Lords that you think the 
Bibbon societies were at the bottom of these outrages ? 
—I think it would be most likely, if there was any« 
thing at all. I cannot say for certain that crime in 
those years was caused by the Bibbon or other secret 
jBociety, as I never belonged to any. 

Do you believe that crime was caused by them ?— I 
!Vrill not swear one way or the other. 

Do you remember a meeting at Eeenagh, .counter 
£ongford, on the 7th of November, 1886—1 do. 

You remember Mr* John Dillon's speech on that ooc»« 
Sion ? — I heard it ; but I do not remember it now. 

I will refresh your memory. Is this a fair 
ipeporft :— 

** Believe me^ if in the south of Ireland the land- 
lords are very gentle— not all of them, but a great 
many of them, and those the biggest fish— and are 
giving good reductions on the judicial rents, while I 
am soiry to say that the landlords here won't give a 
reduction on the old rents even, well, now, who 
have you to blame for that ? Yourselves, and no one 
e\Ae» If you organize in this county, if you did as the 
Kerry boys did— I don't mean to say by that I want 
you to become moonlighters — what I mean to say is 
this— that you must show the landlords, you must show 
the agents^oQ most show the baillJS8«aDd eveigr si&gla 
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man who Iiangs roand tlie rent office, if he is against 
the tenant, yon can make him suffer for it." 

Mr. LoCKWOOD. — If the witness has no recollection 
of the speech it is no use putting it to him. I hope 
the Attomey-G^eneral will not take the opportunity of 
proving this speech by getting it on the note now. 

The Attorney-General.— I allnded to this speech 
In my opening, and if necessary I can prove it. 

Mr. T. Harrington.— This is one of the Plan of 
Campaign speeches, which the Attorney-General said, 
he woahi not go into. 

' The Attorney-General (to witness).— Can you 
remember that speech ?— I have a very oad memory 
for speeches. 

The President.— It is no use following it op if tho 
iritness does not remember. 

Mr. John Hammond, examined by Mr. T. HARRIN0« 
gfON, said : — I am a justice of the peace for Carlow, 
a Poor Law guardian, and chairman of the Carlo w 
Town Commissioners. The Land League was 
Established in Carlow about October, 1880. I held 
office in the League as president until its suppression 
in 1881. Soon after, the National League was 
formed in Dublin ; in Carlow some time in 1884. I 
Ibecame a member of the National League ; but I did 
not hold office. In my opinion the National League' 
ip the neighbourhood of Carlow contributed a good, 
deal to the suppression of crime. We did not pass any 
resolutions denouncing crime, because, so far as I 
know, there was no crime in the district. 
. What class of people joined the Land League ?— • 
Shopkeepers in the' town of Carlow, and fanners iO} 
the rural district ^ the respectable people generally. 

By Mr. Davitt.— Were there a good many evictions^ 
in tnat portion of Carlow ?— I do not think so ; I do: 
not remember any. 

And there was no agrarian crime ?— No agrarian 
crime. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Atkinson. — Are you serious 
in saying that there were no evictions, or are you 
simply answering by rote ?— I do not remember any ; 
I am speaking of my district of Carlow, covered oy 
the operation of the local branch of the League, 
which extended over two parishes, or an area with ft:. 
HdixiB of about four miles from the town^ 
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, Were there no evictions ?— None that I can call to 
"tnind. 

Was there any crime before the establishment of 
the Land League in your district ?— Not that I am 
aware of. 

Nor since ?— No. 

Nor any evictioDs ?— No. 

Then how could the League prevent crime if there 
was none ?— -The people were peacefully disposed. 

Mr. W. Foley was then called and examined by Hr, 
^. BUSSELL. He said,~I am chairman of the Town 
Commissioners of Nenagh, county Tipperary, and am 
manager of the Leinster and Munster Bank there. I 
am a member of the National League there, but I do 
tiot hold any office in it. All the respectable people 
in Nenagh joined the Land League ; I should say five- 
sixths ox the inhabitants. The effect of the League 
was to prevent crime. 

Cross-examined by the ATTDliNEY-GBNERiLL.--When 
did you become a member of the National League ? — 
About two months ago. I had nothing to do with the 
old Land League ; I was not in Ncnagh at the time. 
. Did the Land Lea^e keep an account atyour bank ? 
—It did. The banJk would have the statements of 
what money passed through the account. The National 
League also kept an account there. I came to Nenagh 
in November, 1886. 

Then your evidence which you have given in general 
terms as to the Land Leasue preventing crime is with 
reference to what you nave seen since November, 
1886 ?— Yes. 

The next witness was Mr. John L. Robinson. 
Examined by Mr. T. Harrington, he said,— I am 
chairman of the Kingstown Town Commissioners, and 
am also a member ot the Dublin Corporation ; I am 
by profession an architect and civil engineer. I have 
taken an interest in Irish politics for a considerable 
time ; I attended a convention held by Mr. Butt's 

Sarty in the Botunda in Dublin, which lasted three 
ays. I was not a member of the Land League ; I 
have been a member of the National League from 
shortly after its foundation. I am also a member of 
the Central Branch of the National Leasnie. 
X may explain, my Lords, that the Central Branch 
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is a difFerenti organization from the execntlve ; it ifl 
a branch in Dublin which has to do with public meet« 
ings for the expression of opinion. (To witness.) 
You have been intimately acquainted with the branches 
of the National League m the neighbourhood of Dub^ 
lin ?— Yes. In the county of Dublin their exertions 
have been chiefly directed towards registration ; the 
greater part of the funds were expended in that way ; 
the funds of the local branches were supplemented by 
the Central Branch for the purpose of registration-* 
Parliamentary , municipal, and root Law. 

At any meetings which you attended, whether of the 
Central Branch or of local branches, did you ever 
hear any expression of sympa^y with crime or out* 
rage ?— JNo ; none whatever. There was no crime in 
Dublin county, so occasion did not arise for expres" 
sions of condemnation of crime and outrage. 

By Mr, Davitt. — Your profession takes you over a» 
good deal of Ireland, X presume ?— Sometimes, but 
practically my business lies in Dublin. I know the 
social condition of the peasantry very well ; and I 
am aware that there have been a large number of 
evictions in the last ten years. I am aware that the 
Irish peasants cling lovingly and tenaciously to their 
homes, and that their homes have in most cases been 
built by themselves. Their being evicted for a debt 
to the landlord means that they are turned out of 
those homes. That leads to outrage and crime. 

The Attobney-Genebal.— I have no questions tp 
ask. ._....^ 

Mr. Bobert Sweeney was then called and examined 
by Mr. Lionel Hart, He said,— I reside at Bally- 
shannon and am a J.P. for county Donegal, and chair- 
man of the Town Conmiissioners. I remember the 
Land League bein^ established in my district, and I 
remember the notices of its suppression being pub* 
lished. I was not a member of the National League. 
It was composed generally of the respectable class 
in the town and neighbourhood, I believe that the 
work of the National League in my neighbourhood 
had a deterring influence upon crime and tended con« 
siderably to ward it off. 

Mr. Atkinson.— How did it tend — ' Well, I dgi 
not know that it is worth asking. 

Mr. Xtioxrsii Habt.— Mr Lprds* t claim 'tberij^tf tQ < 

Digitized by LjOOQIC 



THB'SPXOIAIi' 00MMT8RICW* X29 

pnt tbe cniesfcion suggested by Mr. Atkinson. , (To wit* 
ness.) How did the Leagne ward off crime P*— Know* 
ing toat the League was in existence, I believe that 
the tenant-farmers of the neighbourhood appealed to 
them and consulted with them about their cases, and 
they advised them to interview their landlords and 
Bee how they could get reasonable reductions in a 
constitutional manner ; and, further, I believe that 
the existence of the League in the neighbourhood 
tended to the landlords' conceding reductions more 
generally than if there had not been a League there* 

" Mr. E. Hughes was the next witness. Examined hy 
Mr, LiONSL EU.B.T, he said. — I am a miller in a 
large way of business in Belfast, and am a justice of 
the peace. I have been vice-president of the National 
League since ijb was started. I do not think that 
there was any outrage or crime in the time of its 
existence, but the tendency of the League was against 
crime by advising constitutional methods. It was 
joined by respectable people in my district. 

Cross-examined by the Attobney-Oenxral.«-«I 
understand you come from Belfast, where there are 
half a million inhabitantii ?•— No. I think about 
240,000. 

Mr. Thomas Joseph Oondon, M.F., was then called 
nd examined by Mr. A. BirasELL. 
I am member of Parliament for East 



and examined l^ Mr. A. BirasELL. He said,— 
I am ^ member of Parliament for East Tipperazy ; 
I reside in Glonmel, and am a member of tae 



Board of Poor Law Guardians, an alderman of the 
borough, and Mayor of Clonmel. I have been informed 
to-day that I have just been re-elected mayor. I was 
not a member of the Land League. I have been ea« 
gaged in political life since 1868. 

Were you a Fenian ?— -I was. I think X gave iip 
^enianism in 1876. 

When did vou next take part in political life at 
all P— After toe supporession of the Land Leagne in 
Clonmel, I was mainly Instrumental in forming • 
branch ox the Suspects' Sustenance Assoeiation. 

Had you anythingto do personally witii t^e organiia« 
tion of the National League in Clonmel P— Yes. Every 
class of the community was represented on the 
«brM>eh-*jpests, profomonalfl%enr:merelHn^»t|r^ 
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Have yoQ found that yonr bosiness was affected at 
all by the fact of your starting the National Leagae 
there ?•— Very much so. In 1883 a meeting was held 
in Clonmel, at which Mr. Davitt was the principal 
speaker, and I was one of the principal promoters of 
toat meeting, and the week after the meeting was 
held sereral persons who had been dealing with me 
sent in their pass-books immediately, and severed 
their connexion with my business boose, on the gromid 

. that I had taken part in this meeting ; and that has 
continoed since. I am a batcher and cattle dealer. 
I suppose yoa have made a great many speeches 

' nnce 1883 ?^A good many ; not so many as some of 
xny friends, but a considerable number. At the meet- 
ings at which I spoke Government reporters were 
invariably present ; I think that no speeches have 
been |iat in as evidence against me. 

I will refer yon to what was said aboat yon by the 
witness Mitchell (reading) :•— 

" Q.-rDo yoa remember trying to bay some meat 
in the shop of Mr. Condon ?~Yes. Q.—Is that Mr. 
Condon the member of Parliament ?— Yes. Q.— What 
is Mr. Condon ?— A batcher. Q.— Where ?— In Clon- 

, mel. Q. — What, happened when yoa did that ; what 
was that ?— In the aatumn of 1886 I bad 30 acres of 
com lying on the ground, rotting on the ground, and 

. I could not get laboarers to enable me to do it at any 

• price. I offered 10s. a day, and they were only get- 

^ting 2s. 6d. in the village, and I could not get them 
at that price, and the com did rot, and I never got a 
Atain of it. Q.— What happened with respect to Mr. 
Condon ?— -In the autumn of 1886 I went into Mr. 
Condon's and purchased a piece of meat. I had paid 

.his man in the shop, and as I was coming out I met 
Mr. Condon coming in, and he clutched at the meat 

, and I held on to iti and he turned round and said, * It 
I had been in the shop it would have been the knife 

, you would have got.' Q.— Mr. Condon himself was a 

f party to your not being able to get the provisions in 

^^onr ordinary way ?— In that transaction. His man 
did not know me' that gave it to me^ and when he 
came in just as I was coming out, that is what I told 

.you occurred." 
(To witness.) Is there any troth in that at all ?— 

. There is not the shadow of troth in it, or of f ooada- 
tioa for it. Fnrthenooce* X jmtot .jaw Mi^htill 4n 
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mt lifetime. A few months ago, in LoodoDt a mail 
was pointed oot to me as having ^iven evidence 
against me in this Oommission ; but if the maa waa 
put into that box now I would not know him. 

I will ask yon one more question. Have jon ever . 
oeen connected with, or connived at, crime or out« , 
age ?-*Gertainl7 not. 

• Bv Mr. Davitt. — I snppose you are well acanainted^ 
with the history of vour cotmty ?— Fairly well. I 
am aware that about 20 years ago serious agrarian^ 
outrages occurred there. ' 

Do you know whether any serious agrarian crime, 
or serious crime whatever, has occurred in Tipperary 
in the last ten years ?— Well, not to my knowledge ; 
I can certainly speak for my own particular district ; 
there has not been any serious agrarian crime. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Atkinson.— How long have 
fOu been engaged in political life in Tipperary ?— 
Since 1868. There were three or four years during ' 
which I took no active part— that is to say, from the ^ 
time when I severed my connexion with the Fenian 
organization to the time of the formation of the Sus* 
pects' Sustenance Association in Clonmel. 

Where did you join the Fenian body ?— In Clonmel. 
I was admitted without taking an oath. 
.By whom ?— By a gentleman who has no connexion, 
direct or indirect, with this inquiry, and whose name 
I do not wish to mention. That was about the end 
of the autumn of 1868—1 should say about October or 
November of that year. I severed my connexion with 
the organization in 187G. I told some of my Fenian 
friends in Clonmel that I did not think that the 
Fenian organization as I knew It was calculated to 
effect the objects which it had in view, and that I 
dtd not see my way to remaining a member of it any , 
Ipnger. 

Were you intimately acquainted with the members 
of the body in Tipperary ?— I knew a good many 
l^enians scattered about the county, but I did nol 
know the body generally. I was not a centre my- 
self. 

Do yon remember the time when O^ Donovan Boss* 
stood for Tipperary ?— I do, distinctly. That Was in 
J^ovember. 1869. 

1 tl^nk be had previously beeti convicted ?-^He waft, 

6-^2 
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felien la prttonf'I was a member of O'Donovaa^BoMa's 
electi<m committee in Olomnel ; I worked eamestly 
and did^all I coold to secure his election. 

I soppoie yoa became aoqnainted witb his lapporten 
in the eonnty ?">-WeU, with his prominent tapporten. 

When did yon yoorsell atand ?— I think it waa in 
1886. 

Do yon remember convening a meeting in Angnstf 
1885, at Mallinabone ?— I do not. 

Do yon remember calling a meeting with, reference 
to 0. J. Kickham ? — I do not. 

Were yoa present at sach a meeting ?*-I was-^if 
yoa will specify the meeting ; I had several meetings 
in that connexion. 

In 1885 had yoa a meeting ?— The only meetinijf I 
remember having at Mnllinahone in connexion with 
Kickham was on his funeral. (Laughter.) That was 
the first, I mean, in connexion with Kickham's name, 
I do not know the exact date. 

Did you not in August, 1885, attend a meeting in 
commemoration of the memory of Charles Kickham ? 
•— I did. I think that was the anniyersary of his 
funeral. You asked me if I had convened a meeting. 

Was there a large gathering of the Fenian party 
there ?— I do not know. I was not a member' of it at 
that time. 

You have said that on the occasion of O' Donovan 
Bossa's election you became acquainted with the 
Fenians of Tipperar/ ?— The representative men. I 
saw some of them present at that meeting ; not very 
manj. 

Kickham himself was a Fenian ?— -Yes. 

And died without having severed his connexion with 
the organiaation P — I do not know. My opinion* is 
that he did die without severing bis connexion, but I 
do not know it. 

Was not that meeting practically a. meeting of the 
Fenians of county Tipperary ?~Oh, certainly not. 

Do you know P. N. Fitagerald ?^Yes. He was 
present at that meeting. 

Was he a Fenian ?•— I knew him as a Fenian by 
repute, but not otherwise. 

And a prominent orffaniaer ?*-Not to my actual 
lenowledge. I believe he was a Fenian, but I had 
no reason for believing so beyond what was knoWA. 
$9 the general public* I have aeazd that he waa. 
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"Was John O'Leary a Fenian ?— I hearci^be;«r«r, H0' 
addressed two meetings in Mallinahone. 

Were you with him ?— I was at three of fhose rne^t* 
ings in Mallinahone. In 1885 I was present ais 
meeting which John O'Leary addressed. ' 

Were there any other delegates from DnbliA 9"«*I 
lihiDk Mr. McCartney Tealing. 

Were there any persons who took a prominent par^ 
in that meeting except Fenians ?— Except with regard 
to the contingent from my own town I cannot say* 
bat I saw thousands of my Tipperary friends who I 
knew were never Feoians. 

I am talking of persons taking a prominent part in 
the proceedings ? — I knew several who were on thQ 
platfonn who to my knowledge were never Fenians. 

Can you give me their names ? — I can get the newfl« 
paper report it you wish.* 

Was that a short time before you became a eandi* 
date yoarself ?— It was in Angost, 1885 ; it must- have 
been. 

Did yon yoarself when elected say that you were 
proad to be elected as their representative and to follow 
in the footsteps of Bossa and Mitchel ?— I said more 
than that ; will you finish the speech ? What I said 
was this, as far as I can remember. After thanking 
them for electing me, I said that the people of Tip- 
perary would follow in the footsteps of O' Donovan 
Bossa, Mitchel, and Dillon as far as was com- 
mensurate with the spirit of the times. I think that 
those are the exact words. I may say that at the time 
when O' Donovan Bossa was elected he was then in 
prison in England, and had been subjected in one of the 
Bnglish prisons to what is believed to be the un- 
natural torture of having his hands tied for 85 day* 
behind his back. 

The PsxsiDXNT.— That has nothing to do with the 
question. 

Witness. — ^When O' Donovan Bossa was elected iq 
1869 he was a Fenian, and at that time— namely^ 
1869, I held those principles. 

That the people of Tipperary would follow in the 
footsteps of O^ Donovan Bossa and Mitchel and 
Dillon as far as Parliamentary representation was 
concerned ?— No, as far as was commensurate with 
the spirit of the time. 

Did yon know that O'DonoTan Bom% bid beea 
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«bdTOC«ting' dynamite in America ?— Most certainly T 
had heard it. 

* And outrage ? — Of course, dynamite implies outrage. 
' At this point the Court adjourned for luncheon. 
, On its re-assembling Mr. Atkinson resumed the 
orcwi-ezamination of Mr. Condon. 

I was asking you before the adjournment if you used ' 
the words I read to you, and you said you wished to 
qualify them, that you said the people of Tipperary 
were to follow in the footsteps of O' Donovan Rossa 
Bbd' Mitchel and Dillon as Parliamentary representa- 
tiyes ? — I did not say that. I said as far as was 
Commensurate with the spirit of the time. 

Would you wish to leave out the words ** as Par- 
liamentary representatives " ? — I do not remember 
that I used them. 

Then it runs thus-^as far as was* commensurate with 
Mie spirit of the time the people of Tipperary were to 
follow in the footsteps of Rossa and Mltchel ? — Yes ; 
I will explain what I meant by that. What I intended 
lk> convey to the people of Tipperary was this — that 
they should follow in the footsteps of O' Donovan 
Rossa, who was elected by them in 1869. But I had 
not the slightest idea of recommending them to follow 
in his footsteps as a dynamiter. 

How were the people of Tipperary to do that as 
far as was commensurate with the spirit of the time ? 
How were they to follow in the footsteps of O'Dono- 
van Rossa ?^My answer to that Question is this — that 
the people of Tipperary would take exactly the same 
view or their dutv to the National cause as they did 
whiBn they elected Rossa in 1869. 
- Did yuu advise them to become Fenians ? — "No, 
Oertainly not. The circumstances of the time were 
entirely different. 
' Was Mitcbel ever a Parliamentarian ?^No. 

Nor Rossa ?— No. 

Then they were both Fenians ?— I do not know thai 
Mitchel was a Fenian. 

Both had been elected for Tipperary ? — Yes. Will 
you permit me to say that my attention was called two 
or three days after that speech was delivered to the 
fact that it was reported exactly in the manner in 
vhioh yoa have put it before the Court, and I wrote - 
to the papers denying the accuracy of the report and 
iftpudiatea in the •troneost language any sympathy 
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miHh O'Donoyan Bossa and dynamite. If I had known 
that that speech would be brought before the Courts o{ 
course I could have been prepared with all these facts. 
I think I wrote to the Ctonmel Chronicle, I also 
made a speech at Clonmel in public repudiating anj 
sympathy with O' Donovan Rossa as a dynamiter. 

This speech was made just before the election ?-^ 
No, It was made in public after m^r selection as & 
•candidate had been ratified at a meeting of the dele- 
gates. 

Were you seconded by a man named Hichae] 
Cusack ? — I was. I do not know whether he was • 
Fenian or not. My belief is that he was not. I hav« 
no knowledge as to that. 

Was he a Fenian ?— I must decline to answer thai 
question. 

Then you will not reveal Fenian secreta P-HOhy 
certainly not. 

You took no oath ?— I pledged my word of honear« 
which is just as binding on me. 

What did you pledge your word of honour to ? — ^To 
bear true allegiance to .the Irish Bepublic, to obey 
the orders of superiors, and to be ready to take up 
arms at a moment's notice. That was the substance. 

Have yoa any reason to think that Cusack had 
changed his opinions and actions when he seconded 
you from what they had been before ?— He had bee» 
identified with the constitutional movement for the 
first eight or nine years, and on that I ground my belief 
that he was not a Fenian. 

Do yon recognize that photograph ? 

The photograph having been handed to the witness 
and looked at by him.^e said, — That is a photomraph of 
the men on the platform at the Kickham anniversary. 

Cross-examination continued. — ^Are not they all 
Fenians ?— I do not know. I was not a Fenian at the 
time. I knew some of them by reputation, bat not 
personally. I knew John O'Leary. He came from 
Cork to be ]^esent at the meeting. 

Was he a Fenian ? — I believe he was, but I have no 
personal knowledge. 

How did it come about that this photograph was 
taken ? — ^A photo(|^rapher of Limerick aocompanied 
the Limerick contmgent at the 'anniversary, and whil« 
we were on the platform he took the photograph* 
•Vha* is all. I know ftbout it. 
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Fateiek Gnixmess, of Preston, is not he a Fenian ?-^ 
% do not know him at all, not even by repute. 
. How was it that, with two exceptions, none of 
these men resided in Tipperary ?— Oh, I cannot tell 
^oa. 

What bronghi them together ?— To do honour to the 
^emory of Charles Eickham. 
■. He had been a Fenian ? — Oh, certainly. 

Do you remember a meeting on November 20, 18879 
fi.t Stepaside after the National League had been estar 
l>lishea ? — I may have been there, but I think I only 
attended two meetings in county Dublin. 

Do you know a man named Stephen O'Donoghue ?— 
^o. 

Have yon heard of him P — I have. 

What was he ?•! do not know what he was. I 
Iebow nothing at all about him. 

Did you make this speech : — " I hope the young 
men I see around me to-day are prepared to face any 
consequence to work out the regeneration of their 
motherland, that they will be guided by the example 
of Stephen O'Donoghue " ?— I have no recollection 
of making such a speech. I do not know who ho 
was, and I should nofc be likely to make a reference 
to a man I did not know. 

Had there been a Fenian raid in 1867 at Stepaside ? 
«^I do not know. 

- Was not a police barrack there attacked in 1867 ?-<• 
a may have heard of it, but I do not remember. 

I will read you the rest of the speech : — ** If you 
do not prove in your actions what you speak in your 
sentiments it will go for naught. I hope the Govern- 
ment will learn from the suffeVings of Mr. O'Brien 
that their prisons can be pierced. In Mitchelstown 
they got a theescawn of shillelaghs. '' What is meant 
by a ** theescawn " ? Do you understand Irish?*— 
Very little. 

Do yon recognize any word in Irish that it is in* 
tended for ? — There is a word in Irish which is gene* 
rally understood as a small measure. 
, Did you use that word ? — I do not think I did. 

Mb. Justiob a. L. Smith .—I will ask you this 
jihort question — Will you swear you did not, use it P^^I 
(jprillnot swear I did not. 
. Mr. Atkiubos (continuing to read) t-<- 
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m«n in the streets of Mitchelstown, BaFti^y^goi^&il 
earnest of what shillelaghs could do versus batons* ^ K 
hope 70a will give them no opportmiity of tripping! 
you up ; but do not suppose I preach anything liki' 
cowardly counsel for a moment. At the same time, I> 
would advise you not to run blindly into anjr net they 
may spread for you . We are now near the time whezi 
we can write the epitaph on Emmet's tomb." 

Witness.— I do not remember having made too OS 
language anything like that. 1 

Do you remember whether yon made any speech av 
all ?— I think I did say a few words at Stepaside. 

The Pbesidbnt.— A very direct question has 
already been put to you by my brother Judge. X 
will ask you now, Will* you swear yon did not 
make that speech, leaving out about the shillelaghs ? 

Witness.— I cannot swear that, but so f Ar as m^ 
memory serves me I did not make it. 

Mr. Atkinson. — ^Was compensation amounting ttf 
£1,000 awarded to a policeman named Leahy who watf 
injured at Mitchelstown ? — Yes. 

Did you interest yourself in resisting the payment 
of that tax ?— I did. 

On April 2, 1888, were yon present at a meeting af 
Mitchelstown with Mr. T. Healy and Mr. W.' 
O'Brien ? — I was, and I spoke. • 

Did Mr. Healy say this : — j 

** Of all the impudent things that he had ever heara 
the most impudent was this proposal to put £1,000 
upon the head of this policeman. Why, nis mothei' 
would sell half a dozen sons like him for half thoi 
money. . . . The curious thing was that if Mr, 
Leahy had been killed outright he would have cost 
the ratepayers nothing at all. Surely British lawf 
were queer. If they killed a policeman it would 
cost them nothing ; but, pare the nail of his little 
finger, and it was £1,000 to him." 
Did you make any protest against that speech P-^I dici 
not hear it. I was absent during the delivery of the 
greater part of that speech, ana that was proved %% 
the trial which ensued. I was sent to prison not 
only for a speech which I did not deliver, but actnally 
for a speech which I did not hear. I afterwards saw 
a report of the speech. I did not hear that part of 
Mr. Healy's speech which you have read. 

Have yon any books of the National League N^fiToi* 
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5 do &ot remember that resolutions were passed con- 
emning landgrabbers and grassgrabbers ; bat I have 
no doubt there were such resolutions. I remember 
that it was proposed that a vigilance committee should 
be appointed m our branch, and that lists should be 
drawn up and sent to the members of the League of 
persons who deserved to be boycotted. 

Who kept the books ?— I do not know. I could not 
tell you who was secretary. 

What office did you hold in the branch at Clonmel F 
4^1 have been vice-president during the last three 
years. 

Were lists of persons to be boycotted drawn up by 
jromr branch, in pursuance of the resolution which has 
oeen referred to r — Not as far as I am aware. 

Do you know J. P. Hayes ?— I do not. 

Did yon ever know a man of that name who lived 
in London ?— No, on no occasion. 
• Do you remember ever introducing a man of that 
name to anybody as a person of your own way of 
thinking ?— No. 
.- Did you know J. F. Hayes, who was a Fenian ?--No. 

You say you never knew Mitchell, who has beea 
fzamined here as a witness ? — Never. 
^ You knew he had been boycotted ?— Not until 
recently. . 

Had be been boycotted you would not have supplied 
kim with anything from your shop ?— Certainly not. 

Had you a batcher's shop at the time to which 
Miteheirs evidence refers ?— I had. 

Since this man gave his evidence have yon 
ascertained whether he was supplied with meat by 
your attendant ?-^No ; the attendant, who was an 
anti-Nationalist, has gone to Australia, I think. As 
Ae is no lonj^er in the country, I could not ascertain 
whether Mitchell was supplied by him with meat or 
not. 

Yon know Mitchell ?— No. I am well known in 
Clonmel. 

Did you ever prevent any man from procuring meat 
at your shop ?— 1 remember that once I myself re- 
fused to sell meat to a man named Malcolmson. He 
was an agent of the Laud Corporation Company. It 
was in the early part of 1885 that I refused to supply 
Iifm. I told him that I would not supply any agent of 
y^ Laud Corporation. 
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Did you ever attempt to take meat from a.SMQ jrk9 
haA been supplied in your shop ?— No. 

Has such a thing ever occurred in your shop ?— I 
have inquired of the woman who is generally in the 
shop, and she says that no such incident ever ocearred 
in her presence. Mitchell has said that I was preseut 
on the occasion referred to by him. I was not. 
•The incident could not have occurred without my 
.knowledge. 

Mitchell must have invented it, then ?— It could not 
have occurred. I never saw him. I never knew him \ 
nor do I know him now. The story is a pure fabrieao 
tion as far as I know. 

Be-ezamined by Mr. LocKWOOD.^Did you ever ae^ 
In any newspaper that the incident which mr learned 
friend has referred to was attributed to you f— Netev. 

The President.— The witness denies that he erer 
used such language as this — ** If I had been in the 
shop it would have been the knife you would have 
got." Except as a contradiction of the testimony of 
another witness, this part of his evidence is not very 
material, because he expressly admits that he did re* 
fuse to supply somebody else with meat. 

Mr. LocKWOOO.— Did you know Kickham ?— I did. 
No man was more respected in the neighbourhood 
where he lived. He was respected by all classest 
even by men who differed diametricall^r from him in 
politics. He was a man of literary attainments, His 
poems and novels were known in almost every home- 
stead in Tipperary. His funeral was the largest I 
ever saw, and was attended by all classes. 
• P. N. Fitigerald and John O'Leary have been men- 
tioned. Were these men friends ot the League ?— I 
know that they are- two of the most direct opponents 
of the National League and of its policy. I hare 
heard that Kickham was opposed to the policy of the 
League. 

Now, with reference to the Leahy tax, to which ytm 
are said to have offered resistance. What form did 
the resistance take ? — Refusal to pay the tax. Legal 
proceedings were taken, and those proceedings were 
pending at the time to which Mr. Atkinson referred a 
short while ago. 

.' Did 3rou ever intend to express any sympathy what« 
ever with the dynamite polic? of Donovan AOfaa t 
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•— Kever. On the contrary, I publicly repadiated any 
feeling of symnathy with the dynamite policy in* a 
epeech which I delivered from the oalcony of the chief 
hotel in Glonmel. O 'Donovan Rossa was elected to 
Parliament in 1869. I do not know who paid his ex- 
penscffy bnt I heard afterwards in conversation that a 
Sum of £250 was contributed by the Carlton Club. 

The Fbssi DENT.— That is ridiculous. These state- 
ments should not be made unless some foundation i« 
Induced for them, ^ 

Witness.^If I had known that I should be examined 
opon this point, I think I should now be in a posi- 
tjion to prove the statement. 

The Fbxsident.— Then you had better defer making 
it until you are in a position to prove it. 
r'Hr, LOCKWOOD. — This Leahy tax arose out of the 
circumstances connected with the attack by the 
|)olice upon the people at Mitchelstown ? — ^Yes ; it 
iiras in the affray tnat Leahy ^ot injured. 

How many men lost their lives on that occasion ?— ^ 
Ihree men were murdered. Strong feeling still exists 
in consequence of what took place on that occasion. 

When was the speech made in which you repudiated 
any feeling of sympathy with the dynamite policy ?— 
In the latter part of November, 1885, immediately 
after the Tipperary Convention, at which I was elected. 

Iffr. BXXD.— The next witness, my Lord, will give 
•Tidence bearing on the testimony of the inf ormei 
Coleman. 

Thomas Berrane, examined by Mr. Rbid, said, — I 
live at Ardagh, Mayo, about two miles from Cross- 
tnolina. I was secretary of the Ardagh Land League, 
and am on the committee of the branch of the National 
League. I knew Macaulay, who was convicted in 
connexion with the Crossmolina conspiracy. He lived 
at Deel Castle. He was never a member of the 
Ardagh League, nor did any member of the Macaulay 
family belong to it. He was, in fact, an active oppo« 
nent of the Land League, like his father. The people 
who lived in the same townland with him would not 
join the League. The inhabitants of all the othez 
iownlands did. 

Cross-examined by Sib H. Jauxs.*— Were you a 
9Mm^ of tib9.Xi«Bd LoAgue ?xl wai tha laocetiCT. 
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When did that come to an end P^When it was rap* 
pressed. 

That would be about October, 1881 ?— I do not re- 
member the date. 

How long after that was the National League 
formed ?— Some time after ; I cannot recall to 
memory exactly how long, but I know it was not 
long. I do not think it was two yean. I joined it 
as soon as it was formed. I was odXj b!\ member ; I 
had a voice on the committee, bat I nad no books. 

Are yoQ an elected member of the oonunittee f— 'X 
ftm. 

Was there a secretary ?— Yes, William Clarke waa 
treasurer of the Land Leagne and is secretary of the 
National League. Clarke was secretary* ol the 
National League in 1882 and 1883. 
, Have you any book with you ?— No. 

Where do you think the books of the National 
League, with the list of membezst are ?•— In Mr. 
Clarke's possession. 

You are quite sure that in that book th&'name of 
^omas Macaulay does not appear ?— Never. 

Have you looked in the book?— Never. (Laughter.) 
Hacaulay was not there to have his name on. 

Have you looked in the book containing the lift of 
members ?— Yes, of the Land League. 

Of the National League ?— He is not in the coimtry. 

Have you looked in the book that Clarke has con- 
iaininj[ the list of members ?— I can swear hit name 
is not u that, safely. 

Have yon looked m the book that Clarke keepi ?— 
I have looked at one several times ; every tune I 
have looked there have been additional names on it. 

Have you looked in the book to see if Hacaulay's 
name is in the list of members ?— Yes, three weeks 
ftgo. « 

You are quite sore Macaulay's name is not in it ?*^ 
Yes, I am. 

Did you look three weeks ago to see if Thomas 
Macaulay's name was there ?— I did not know I was 
coming here until last Friday. The book that was 
spoken about to me was the Land League; book* 
Maoaulav's name is not in the National Leagne booki 
J can safelv say. 

Did yon look in the book to see ?— I did not. 
. Yo)tn9jr^hU?iDiw! Uiam^ 
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' Were tou present at a meeting at which a gentle* 
man of the name of Scrab Nally was present ? — I was 

' BOt. 

Was Thomas Macanlay present at that meeting ?— I 
' heard so. 

On the platform ?— -I 'heard he was at the meeting ; 
that was all I heard. 

PtominentlT at the meeting, so that people saw him 
-on the platform ?—l do not know how the meeting 
, was earned on ; I heard he was there. 

* Did yon hear of his speaking at all abont the Irish 
Bepnblican Brotherhood ? — No, I did not. 

I/O yon know Andrew Coleman ?— Yes. 
Was Thomas Macaulay an: opponent of the Laiid 
' League ?— Yes. 

Was he a Fenian ? — 1 cannot tell what he was. By 
romonr he wasj bat I cannot swear whether he was or 
nofc. He was looked upon as a Fenian. 
' Was the meeting at which yon say yoa heiard he was 
, a Land League meeting ?— It was. 

He wto 'present at the Land Leaene meeting and as 
far as yon know he was a Fenian ?— I was told that 
' he went there to prevent that meeting. 
Well, bat yon know he did not prevent it, 
Mr. R. T. KEID.— Yoa have been asked if yon knew 
Coleman ? — Yes, I knew him. 

• What sort of repntation did he bear ? 

SrR H. Jamxs. — My Lords, I object- to my learned 
' friend patting that question. 

The President.— I think it shoald not be put. 
Mr. B. T. Reid. — I do not attach mach importance to 
it. (To witn^ssO Do you remember when Macaulay 
was arrested P—Yes. 
Do you know whether the National League had 
' been established in Ardagh when he was arrested ?— 
It WAS not. The National League was established there 
' ui September or October, 1884, and this man was con- 
victed months before that, as far as Ardagh National 
League is concerned. 



. Joseph Kelly was the next witness called. He was 

« examined by Bfr. T. Habbinoton. Witness said,— 

I am a shopkeeper in Crossmolina, about three 

miles from the district where the last witness 

j«tttio .firom. . Xhflve wm » branch of tixe Land 



d by Google 



TBS SPJBdAIr OOlUOSSIOIZr, 1|$^' 

Iieftgne In Crossmolina. It wm formed there ia 
opder to come nqder the heading ot th^ FamellT'' 
Beliei Fund. It did not hold meetings regularly.^ ^ 
The people w6re in a wretched state at the time, 
and there were two other relief funds going on, and 
the same committee distributed all the relief. I 
know Joseph and William Hogan. I was president of - 
the Land League ; not a particle of pressure was. 
brought to bear upon anybody.^ Any one who wished 
to join it did so ; but no one joined it but those who 
needed relief most. (Laughter.) I knew very little ' 
about Thomas Daly ; he is the man who has since 
been convicted for the Crossmolina conspiracy ; he 
was only a very short time in Crossmolina. He was & . 
r^val in trade of the Hogans — their nezt-^oor nei|^- 
hour ; there was nothing between them but just toe 
bare wall. (Laughter.) I was always on good tenntf 
with the Hogans and am now. While I was president 
of the League I dealt with the Hogans for anything I 
had not myself, and I have dealt with them all the 
time since. I knew very little about Thomas 
Hacaulay ; he ver^ seldom came to our side of the 
town ; the river divides it ; he was more on the south 
side ; I live on the north side ; he had no connexion 
with the branch of the League while he was there ; ^ 
he was not a member of the Land League ; he wrote 
a letter in the ConnauglU Telegraph denying that he *" 
had anything at all to do with it. Higgins does not 
belong to Crossmolina ; he wa« not a member of the 
Crossmolina branch. 

Did you ever hear whether 'the man Hogan took ai»[ 
evicted land ?— No, he never did ; be took a farm ox 
land that a man named M'Gillis had, who gave up'.the 
farm, and Hogan took it ; that is all the evicted 
land. 

Is Ballina a considerable distance away from Cross* 
molina ? — YeSf it is six miles away from Crossmo* . 
Una. 

1 Cross-examined by SiB H. Jambs.-tYou used to 
deal with William Hogan ?— Verv little was in hii 
way that I required ; 1 could oress a man from the 
cradle to the grave myself. (Laughter.) 

When were you in the Land League ? — I was the 
president of the Crossmolina Land League. I had 
nothing to do with the Ardagh Land League. I eaxty 
on my business i« Crossmolina. 
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«^tfefiMa7'>lK>olDB kept ?--*-I beliere there ira«gom^ 
list kept r bail not by me» by Mc M'Oonnick, vih^ 
■eeretfti^* 

It he ^ive now ?— He is. 

Has he » shop P— He has ; he- is at Orossmclina. . 

dAnd if Maeaolay was a member his name wonld 
appear in the book ?— He was not a member, because 
I used to have to see the names that were on the list. 
. Was Macanlay a Fenian ?~>I cannot tell. Sir. ^ 

'' Did yoa ever see him at a Land League meeting P-« 
I 'never did. 

Do von remember the meetinss Mr. Scrab Nally 
attended ?--No, he is something like six miles away 
from where I stay. 

Be*examined by Mr. R. T.RBlD.-^Maeanlay had been 
arrested long before onr National League was started. 
I do not know whether Mr. M'Cormick had the Land 
Leagne books ; the Land Leagae was suppressed long 
Ago, and we only had it to qaalif y ns to get some 
telief from the Pamell fnnd. We never nad any 
Sieetings of the Land League at Grossmolina. 



- John M'Cartfay^of Killeen,county Longford^was nettl' 
called and examined by Mr. Be id. 

My Lords, this relates 'tto the } evidence of the 
infoxmer lago. 

Witness said t •»! belong to the part of the coontry 
from which lago^came. I am a farmer and juryman of 
donnty Longford. 

lago said that Clarke was president, M'Carthy 
seeretary, and Lennan treasurer of the Land League. 
Were yon in point of fact secretary of either the 
National or the Land League ?— Never. I was presio 
dent of the Land League. I became president of the 
National League in 1685. I knew the oharacter and 
zepntation of latfo. 

. Is he a man whom you would believe upon, oath ?->• 
ff would not, and I believe none in the county 
would. 

Examination continued.--^he treasurer kept the 
Land League books giving an account of the money 
handed in by each collector. I do not remember an 
occasion wnen some bonfires are said to have been 
lighted in connexion with some rent reductions, as I 
igras.in prison as a suspeot atthe;,timevI.know.Beveial' 
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^ilOlis'iiamed^'M'Nall;^^ butl danot knoV^fiioh ondi 
▼as alluded to by the witness I ago aa a moonligbter.^ 
At the time that lago said a meeting of certain menf 
he named was held^ as the result of which shots were' 
fired at Scanlan,the Land Leagae had been suppressed 
in the parish. It was suppressed about six weeks 
before the date of that outrage. I was present at 
nearly every meeting of the Land League, and at no 
time did any discussion take place as to firing shots 
or committing any outrage at all. The incident of 
the firing at Scanlantookplace) after the Land League 
was suppressed, and a year or more before the National 
League came into existence. Hart, who was men* 
tioned by lago as president of the League^ is now in 
America. 

Did this ever take place — ^that Hart told lago, In 

>ur presence, that he got money from the Central 

)ague ?— No. 

The President. —I do not think lago says thaf 
this witness was present. 

Mr. Bbid.-— I think he says he was my Lord* 
This is the evidence given by lago :— 

" Except committing these outrages^ did yotx do 
anything to earn the money ? — I often did. 

•* What did you do (I am speaking of) for Hart ?— t 
often gave a stroke back and forwards. 

" Was there any statement made at these meetings 
of the committee as to where this money came from f 
»-It came from the League. 

•* That is the money that Hart gave you ?— Yes. 

" Who was it stated that P— Hart told me himself. 

•• What did he tell you as to where he got the 
money ?•— He told me he got it from Dublin. 

" Hart told you ?— Yes. 

*' Did he say from whom he got it in Dublin P— • 
From the League. ' ' 

No, my Lord, it does not appear that the statement' 
was alleged to be made in this witness's presence* 
(To witness.) Do you know a man called JBIane P— 
Yes, but I could not say whether or Hot he was ft 
member of the League. 

Was lago a member of thd League P— I have made 
inquiry from a member of the committee of his di8« 
triet, and I am told that he did hold a card. 

Was lago on the^oommittee of the Leagae P^Oer* 
Itainly not* 
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' So far a0 you know, was there on the part of the 
Land League or the National League any sympathy 
with crime or outrage, or any encouragement to it ? 
—Certainly not. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Davitt.— Who did the maa 
lago associate with ?— He pushed himself upon every 
sort of people. I have seen respectable people turn 
away from him when he introduced his discourse to 
them. He used to work at daily labour, but not 
regularly. 

Did he associate at all with the police ?— I never 
heard it, except what I have read in the proceedings 
of this Commission. 

If you were to hear that he ^ot money from the 
police, you would not contradict it ?'Ko. 



, Sib H. James.— There are a great many matters 
with respect to this branch of the League, my Lord, 
that we wish to refer to, and I shall therefore ask 
leave to postpone the cross-examination of this wit- 
ness till to-morrow morning. 

' Mr. BsiD. — My learned friend puts us in somewhat 
of a difficulty, as we had expected that this witness's 
cross-examination would last the day. I may tell^ 
your Lordships that we are very near the end of our 
base. To-morrow morning Sir Charles Russell will . 
have to call one or two witnesses, and there are two 
other witnesses that we propose to call. Under those 
circumstances I had hopea my friend would be able 
tp' complete the cross-examination of this witness. , 

The JTBESIDENT. — Cannot you go on with any other 
witness ? 

. Mr. Rbid.— The other witnesses are not available, 
my Lord, as they are not in London. 

The Pbksident.— Will they be here to-morrow 
n;Lomiag ? 

. Mr. Bbid.— One will be, my Lord, but I shall have 
U» make a special application with regard to one 
person. 

« The Fbesidbnt.— I cannot insist upon Sir Henry 
James going on now. 

Mr. KxiD.— No, my Lord, but I make this state- 
ment that you may appreciate our position. 

The Pbesidxi^t.— Quite so. I am very glad to^ 
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> hear that we are so near the end of the case. Then 
we will adjonm now. 
The Court adjourned at 25 minutes past 3 o'clock. 



Friday, July 12. 
The Special Commission held their 106th sitting to* 
day in No. 1 Probate Court of tiie Royal Courts of 
.Justice. 

The Commissioners havine taken their seats on the 
bench at 25 minutes to 11 o'clock, 

Sib C. RussBLL said,— I had intended, my Lords, 

to call Mr. Soames first this morning, but he has bad 

no notice of that intention. Mr. Soames undertook 

to make a list that I asked him for, and I would ask 

him now to produce in Court a list of all payments 

' made by him to witnesses, and of all his correspond- 

/ ence to his agents in Ireland, America, and elsewhere. 

The At TORK by-General .—I cannot undertake, my 

tliords, to produce these documents, nor can I see on 

what grounds they are called for. 

Sir C. Kussbll.— I shall hope to show my grounda 
for asking for them when I examine Mr. Soames. 

Mr. Jonathan Hogg was then called and examined 
by Sir C. Bttssell. He said,— I am a merchant in 
Dublin, and a member of the committee of the Loyal 
and Patriotic Union — the general, active committee.'' 
Is there a finance committee ? — There is, but I am not 
a member of it. I do not recollect at the present 
moment who were the members of the finance com- 
mittee. The secretary is here, and he will give you 
all information. I do not recollect any of tTO nameti 
at the present moment. 
Are there any ex- officio members of the finance com* 

' mittee ? The president and vice-president — are they ? 
—I think not. I cannot tell you who were the mem- 
bers of the finance committee in 1886, but they were 
the same as at present, unless any have been removed 
b>[ death. I was never a member of the finance eon^« 

- mittee. 

. When was the. Loyal and Patriotic Unios insii** 
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tated ?— I joined it in 188&— I think January, 1886^ 
though it might have been December, 1885. Mr. 
Houston has always been the secretary. The banking 
account of the Loval and Patriotic Union was kept at 
the Bank of Ireland in Dublin. So far as I know 
they had no account in London. 

Do you know of a publication called ** Famellisni 
tJnmasked " ? — I know of its existence. I have seen 
it, but I cannot tell you when it appeared. I should 
think I saw it in 1886 ; certainly not before. 

What was the function or object of the Loyal andi 
Patriotic Union ?— To maintain the union betweedi' 
Great Britain and Ireland. 

Would it be correct to say that it was an anti-Land 
League association ? — It was opposed to everything 
that tended to the separation of the two counlvies. 

It has been called anti-Farnellite b^ Mr. Houston ; 
is that correct ?— So far as Pamellism is concerned 
in the separation of the two countries that is correct. 

When was the London office established ? — In 1886, 
at Palace-chambersj Westminster. 

Did the association employ itself in the issue of 
Various pamphlets ?— Yes. 

Do you recollect a pamphlet called ** Ipse Dixit/' 
written by Mr. Webb ?— Yes. 

Was that paid for by the association ?— I cannot 
answer questions as to payments by the association. 
The secretary is here, ana will give you full informa-* 
tion as to that. 

Do you say you do not know that ?— I believe it 
to be so, but I might make a statement that is in- 
correct. I should think it was published towards the 
end of 1886. I do not know whether or not the price 
was 200 guineas. 

Was that a publication, thoug^h of high literary 
merit, of the nature of ** Pamellism Unmasked " P— 
I cannot say, as I never read ** Pamellism XJif 
masked." 

When did you first leam that Mr. Houston 
was in communication with Pigott ?— Not until subse* 
gnent to my return from America. I went to America 
m February, 1887, and returned in August of that 
year. It was not until subsequent to that that I heard 
of it. I never saw Mr. Pigott in my>life, and never 
^liad ftDj Gompwucation'^witJbi Jum«f 4fleanit^qf:iMj^ 
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Houston having been in communication with Figott 
in conversation abont the letters. 

Did you learn that Mr. Houston had been in com* 
munioation with Mr. Flanagan ? — I did not. 

Did you learn that he had been in communication 
with The Times ?— Yes. I learnt that from Mr.Houston 
himself. I did not hear the matter discussed at meet- 
ings of the board ; I heard of it in private and casual 
conversation. 

Did vou know that Mr. Houston had been engaged 
as paid agent of The Times in connexion with thid 
case ? — I was .not aware of it. 

Is Mr. Houston still in the service of the assooia* 
tion and receiving a salary ? — Certainlv. 

Do you know of your own knowledge of any book 
which will give the names of the finance committee 
in 1886 ?— I expect there is such a book, but I have 
not seen it. 

Tou are, I think, a Dublin man, and have lived 
there all your life ?— Yes. 

Did you know Pigott by reputation ?— I never saw 
him, and knew nothing about his character, good or 
bad. I knew of him as an Irish jomnalist, but nothing 
more. 

Do you know of your own knowledge, or from any 
statements made to you by Mr. Houston, of moneys 
being advanced to him by the Loyal and Patriotic 
Union ?— None that I know of further than his salary. 

Very well. Just let me ask you this— what books 
were kept by the association r^The ordinary books 
kept by any association. I really cannot tell you 
what they were, as I know nothing about the books. 
The secretary is here under a subpcena, and he will 
give you all the information you want on that point. 

Yes, yes, you have told me that more than once. I 
want to get it from you if I can P—Well, there was a 
minute-book, and, I suppose, the usual cash-books and 
ledger. 

Was there a cheques draft-book kept ?— I do 
not know. 

Was there a list of subscribers kept ?— I should 
think so, but I have not seen it. 

Do yon know how subscriptions for the purposes ol 
the association received by Mr. Houston in London 
frere de»lt witl% ?-^All trftiu»ictioxui took;Dlac^t,tb0 
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head office in Dnblin, and the subscriptions received 
by Mr. Houston were remitted there. 

Did Mr. Houston pay them into his private aecount 
in London and remit them by cheque to Dublin ?— I 
cannot tell you. 

You do not know of a book called ** Entry of 
Cheques-book ?" — I do not know it. 

Had you anything to do with the signing of chequea 
at meetings ? — Yes, I was authorized to sign cheouetf, 
.although I was not a member of the finance committee. 

Who else would sign besides you ?— There were 
Mveral gentlemen. Mr. T. W. Bnssell was one. 
' You are referring, I understand, to 1886 ?— I ai^ 
referring to the whole period ; no change has been 
.made. 

Was there also what was called the " London Daily 
Statement ?""-! am not aware of any daily statement 
being forwarded from London. 

Yon cannot tell me at all what books were kept ?-*« 
I cannot. 

Do you recollect when the London office was first 
started in 1886, was Mr. Farquharson secretarr at 
first ?— No, he was not secretary then ; I think he 
was in Dublin at the time. 

Who then had charge of the London office ?— I do 
not recollect. 

Who were the other gentlemen who acted as secre- 
taries or clerks ? — Mr. Farquharson was employed at 
the time. There were also a Mr. Carlton and a Mr. 
8heam. The latter was cashier. I cannot recollect 
any others ; there was another whose name I entirely 
forget. 

I must ask you. as you signed cheques, were you 
aware of a sum of money beiu^ voted by the Loyal 
and Patriotic Union to be given to the late Dr. 
Maguire ?— I do not recollect any sum being given to 
him. 

Or being voted with a view to being given to Dr. 
Maguire ? — I do not recollect it. 

Just try and charge your memory ? — I do not know. 
Sir ; I have no recollection of any money being paid 
either directly or indirectly to Dr. Maguire. 

And the same with regard to Mr. Blennerhassett ? — 
The only cheque I ever heard of in his name was one 
for a few pounds for travelling expenses. 
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-Have yoa m any way been aparty to tne payment of 

Esum of money to Air. Houston other than his 
y ?— It has been sworn that I was. Mr. Hoaston 
e that I gave him £250. 

When was that ? — I am quite willing to go into it. 
I am in their Lordships' hands. I gave Mr. Houston 
the money without any knowledge of what it was for. 
' First of all, you gave him £250 ?— Yes. 

Was that your own money ? — Yes. 

Had it anything to do with the association ? — If you 
wish it, I will tell you the whole transaction. My 
first transaction with Mi. Houston was a sum of £60 I 
paid him on April 30, 1886, in the office of the 
association. He asked me if I could let him have a 
temporary loan of £60. He said he wanted it for a 
few days. I asked him no questions. I said, '* I am 
going over to the Royal Bank and I will draw a 
cheque.'' I did so, and drew a cheque for £70, and 

?fave him £60, which he repaid to me on May 12> 
oUowinff. The next transaction took place on JunelS^. 
1886. Mr. Houston asked me if I could obtain 
for him a sum of £300. He told me it was for a pri- 
yate matter. I said I would consider it and see him 
again. I saw him again a few days afterwards and 
told him I did not understand what he wanted the 
money for. I said that as he was secretary of the 
Loyal and Patriotic Union and I a member of the 
committee I did not see that I could offer hina 
assistance without knowing what it was for. He again 
told me that it was for a private matter. I then ques- 
tioned him as to whether he had been engaged in any 
speculation on the Stock Exchange, and he told me 
that he had never had a Stock Exchange transaction 
in his life, again stating that the money was re- 
quired for private purposes. A couple of days after- 
wards I told him I had considered the matter more 
|ully, and would give him the money if he required 
It. On June 18 he came to me and asked for £150, 
which I gave him. My next transaction with him 
was on October 18, when I gave him another £100, 
still in perfect ignorance of what the money was for. 
Another transaction will appear in my cheque-book as^ 
having taken place on September 17. That was a 
sum of £100. That sum, although it appears as paid 
to Mr. Houston — a circumstance which you will natu- 
rally call attention to— was not for him, but was given 
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^ his 'brother, who was then dying, and whose life X^ 
was anxious, if possible, to save. 

Sir G. Bctssell.— I accept that at once. What is 
the amount as far as you have gone ? — ^£250 and £60. 
In 1887 Mr. Houston paid me, on August 25, £100» 
and in 1888, on February 3, £150. 

Then your statement is that you lent this money, 
and that it was repaid to you in the way yon have 
deseribed. Did you guess that it was required for 
some secret enterprise ?— No, I thought it was for 
some family aifairs which were no business of mine. 

Yon have told us that, so far as Mr. Houston is con* 
oemed, vou heard from him of his connexion with 
Pigott in August, 1887. Did yon hear anything of a 

Skyment being made by him to Figott before that ?--• 
o, I did not hear of it. 

And you did not hear that ^ any^ members of your 
association had been in communication with Pigott ? 
—I never heard Of any prominent members of the 
association being in communication with Pigott at 
any time. 

The ATTOENEY-GEisrEEAL.— I have no questions to 
ask you, Mr. Hogg. 

Mr. Joseph Soames was then recalled and cross^ 
examined by Sib C. Russell.— You remember being 
cross-examined as to the payments made to witnesses* 
and jpu. then stated that you could give an accoimt 
showing the payments made ?— I recollect. 

Hare you prepared such a list ?— Mr. Reid did nob 
accept my offer on the subject. There has been corre« 
spondence between us since, and I have not prepared 
a list. Perhaps you will refer to Mr. Reid. 

This is what occurred in your evidence ;— 

** Are there any other witnesses to whom such large 
sums have been paid ? — ^Do you mean as to tno 
amount of their expenses ? 

•• Yes ?— Undoubtedly. 

•• And larger sums ?— I will give yon the account of 
every witness, if you like. 

*• 1 should very much like to have it P — I may say 
generally, about the expenses of the witnesses, that 
each witness has been paid on a scale, I think,* 
beginning at 10s. a day and going np to three goineat 
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» dAy ; three goineM has been the maximum^ and that 
is for professional witnesses.'' 

Can you make out sach a list ?— At very consider* 
able trouble, I can ; it goes to manv sheets of the 
ledger. Any evidence that is material I will give. 

Then I must respectfully request a list in some 
form ?— Very good. 

When did you first hear of Le Garon, or Beach, as a 
probable witness in this case ?— I cannot tell yoa the 
date unless 1 refer. I had no kind of notice until 
this morning that you were going to recall me». 
otherwise I should have been prepared to answer your 
questions. 

Can you tell me whether it was in the early part of 
December, 1888 ? — I cannot tell without referring. 

Did you hear of him through your agent in America f 
0^1 did not. 

Did vou hear of him first from anybody in America f 
•-I did not. 

- Did you have anj communication with reference toi 
bim from anybody in America ? — I had no communioa" 
tion of any shape or kind with anybody in America 
with reference to Le Car on. I am quite positive Hb&t 
I never received any communication from any one in 
America, by letter or telegraph, and that I sent none. 

From whom did yon first bear of bim ?— From Mr. 
MacDonald. 

The same Mr. MacDonald ?— Yes. 

You cannot say with any accuracy when yon first 
heard of him ?*-l cannot fix it approximately until I 
refer. 

Has any arrangement been made with Le Caron witlx 
Reference to remuneration ? — None. 

No understanding arrived at ?*-No nnderstanding at 
jkU on the subject by me. 

Has any understanding here been arrived at with 
any one representing The Times ? — ^As far as I am 
aware, nobody has made any direct arrangement with 
Le Caron with regard to remuneration. Since he 
has been here, I nave paid him some money for 
expenses, and there is an understanding that he shonld 
he provided for. 
( From whom did yoa learn that an arrangement m| 
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vided for ?— I do not say there wan any arrangement ; 
I said that there was an understanding that he would 
be provided for. 

Who did you hear that from ?— It was the subject- 
matter of a discussion between Mr. MacDon&ld and 

.myself. 

Was there any stipulation made with him before he 

-came to this country as to remuneration ?— No. He 
•came here, I believe, originally to attend the funeral 
of some relative. 

' Have you been told by Mr. MacDonald, or anybody 

'•connected with The Times, that any arrangement or 
stipulation was made as to his remimeration before he 
came here ?»There has been no discussion of any kind 
with Le Caron himself as to any remxmeration, or any 

•jirovision that is to be made for him. 

My question is whether there has been any discus^ 

'eion on the subject with any one else ?— The gentle- 
man who introduced him has been told that he would 

* be provided for, and that, as he had lost his employ- 
'ment in the Government service, so long as he needed 

assistance he woald receive it. 

Who was the gentleman who introduced him ?~Mr. 
Anderson. He understands that Le Caron was to be 
•remunerated to the extent I have told you. 
. Have yon a registered telegraphic name ?-^l have 
two or three. '*^6ogue '* is my foreign one, and 
** Assert " is my American one. 

Did Mr. MacDonald communicate with America, to 
.yuor knowledge, before Le Caron oame here ?— Not 
to my knowledge. My knowledge would lead me to 
. conclude he did not. 

What do vou say was the arrangement with Mr^ 
-Anderson as to remunerating Le Caron ? — Mr. Ander- 
son has been told that, as he loses his employment in 
America, as long as he needs assistance he shall have 
it. 

When did yon learn that from Mr. Anderson ? — I 
never learnt it from Mr. Anderson at all. I cannot 
tell you from recollection ; but I can, by reference, 
when I learnt it from Mr. MacDonald. 

Was it recently ? — Some time ago. I should say it 

• «ras before he went into the box. 

' iy#s there wqr- witneta^ in .Amerioa. ofhoBe name y<ni 
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described as ** Henry " in any communication ?— No ; 
I described no one as ** Henry." A person lias been 
described to me as ** Henry." 

Whu is that ?— P. J. Sheridan. I believe he passed 
at one time imder the name of Henry in America. 

Is there any witness you described as M ?■— No. I 
)\a.ve not the slightest recollection of any such 
person. 

Have you an agent in America ? — Yes ; two, I** 
think. 

Is that all you have ever had ?— That is the greatest 
number I have «ver had. I . may have had different 
persons. 

The FRBSiDBKT.->Had you more than two at any 
one time ? 

• Witness. — No, my Lord ; but I have not always had 
the same gentlemen as agents. I have had one con- 
tinuously ; but for some reason or other, when I have 
had to employ him for other purposes, I have had' 
another. 

Were you a party to Pigott being employed for Th0 
Times to visit convicts in prison ?— He never was em- 
ployed on behalf of T?ie Times to visit convicts in 
prison, and, consequent! v, I could not be a party. 

• Were you a party to his being so employed ? — ^He 
liever was so employed. 

Were you a party, as representing The Times, to 
bis visiting convicts in prison ?— -No ; I was not. 
aware of it until after he had done it. I am quite 
positive of that. 

' How did you learn that Pigott had, in fact, visited 
convicts in prison ?— Some time after I heard of it. I* 
think you cross-examined me on the subject, and I' 
made inquiry about it. No, I am wrong ; a question 
was put in the House of Commons which drew my 
attention to it. I think it was only one convict he 
visifced. I am not sure whether I had not heard of it 
some time previously. I cannot recollect the date* 
At all events, I know I made inquiry when I heard 
of it. 

Of whom did you make inquiries when you heard of 
it ?~I wrote to Mr. Houstoh for information. 

Listen to this. I want to ask you if this is correct. 
Tbis is written by Houston to Pigott : — 

^**^i was talking to Mr. Soames to-day. and he 
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agreed witlTme that it would be a |;ood thin^ f or you 
to take advantap^ of the permission to visit Jack 
Daly, conveyed in the governor's letter. Perhaps voa 
can cross to-morrow night for the purpose. Mr. 
Soames will supply you with a further cheque on 
arrival." 

Witness.— What is the date of that ? 

Sm 0. Russell.— It is dated November, 1888, and 
is written by Houston to Figott. 

Witness.— You will find by a subsequent letter that 
I wrote to Houston showiug that there was a clear 
misunderstanding between us. 

Sib O. Bttssell.— You will find that was not 
altogether a mistake. You have told us you never 
knew an^hing about Pigott's visiting convicts in 
prison until a question was put in the House of Com- 
mons. Do you say that no question was put in the 
House of Commons until long after November, 1888 ? 
—I do not know the time. I had a correspondence 
with Mr. Houston, and I will send for the letter I 
wrote him. 

But this was the second ^ month in which the Com« 
mission was sitting ? — It is possible Mr. Houston did 
mention the subject to me. My recollection is that 
he did not, as you will find from the letter X sub« 
sequently wrote. I have no recollection of his ever 
having mentioned the subject to me at all. 

Let me read you the full letter written by 
Houston to Figott :--" 

«« 21 November, 1888. 

" X have your letter, and I am glad to find by the 
concluding sentences that you take a reasonable view 
of matters, despite the fact that recent events have 
not^ been of a satisfactory character. I have no 
desire except to see you satisfactorily through this 
business, and I am very much disappointed to find that 
you fail to realize your best policy, under the circum- 
6tanceB,is to do everything you possibly can to help The 
Times, I hope that from this out your conduct will be 
pointed with these views, and hope you will by your 
future action be able to thoroughly retrieve your 
position. I was talking to Mr. Soames to-day, and 
ne agreed with me that it would be a good thing for 
you to take advantage of the permission to visit Jack 
Paly conveyed in the governor's letter. Perhaps voq 
oaa .eroM to*monow night for this porposft. Ux» 
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S<MUn60<^willf supply yoa'^)irith ft further]'c]ieqae on 
arrival." 

Witness.— He bad already^got an order to visit Daly. 

Sib 0« Bussell.*— Independently of youiyou mean ? 
•—Yes. 

Did you give Pigott a cheque on his arrival ?-^I 
could tell you by reference ; possibly I did. I may 
mention that I gave him several sums of money, and it 
may have been one of these. I could not say whether 
I ^ave him a cheque about that date in riovember 
without referring. My recollection is that I gave 
him altogether £40. 

But when he applied for a cheque, it had some rela<« 
tion to the work ne was to do and the expenses he 
had to pav ? — J did not pay him sufficient even for his 
hotel bill. I did not pay the ordinary allow** 
ance for witnesses. 

What was the rate of the allowance you paid him ?-^ 
I did not pa^ him at any rate. I may have given him 
sums amounting to £40, which, considering the time 
he was over here, was not sufficient to pay his hotel 
bill. 

What business had you to pay him any money at that 
time ; was he subponaed as a witness ?— Xes ; he 
was subpoenaed in l^ovember. 

Will you undertake to say that he was subpoenaed at 
that time ?— I believe so. We had taken his state- 
ment before that ; he was a witness for The Times 
before that. On the 19th of October I had him over 
for the purpose of taking his statement, and I kept 
him waiting about here. 

Are you aware that Pigott visited more than one 
gaol ?— No. 

Are you sure ?— Quite sure. 

Are you aware that he visited the man referred to 
by Houston, and called Jack Daly by him, more than 
once ?— No ; I am not aware that he did. I may tell 
you that I had no reason to send Pigott to see balyi 
as I saw him myself. 

Did not a police officer see him P--»Not to my know* 
ledge ; but I saw him mvself . 

Do you mean to say tnat you have not learned thai 
Inspector Littleehild visited him ?—He did not do so 
on my business. 

Have you heard it ?— No, I have not. 

Were Jamea Mullett. Delaney, and P. Wt Nallj^ 
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visited by your dire<H;ioii and to your knowledge by 
Mr. SbanDon ?— Not when they were over here. Mr. 
Shannon saw James Mnllett in Downpatriok convict 
j^ison. 

, Were you informed that he had visited him more* 
tban once ? — It may have been twice. 
' Had you a man called Tracy over from Belfast ; was ' 
he visited on your behalf ? — Yes ; by Mr. Thompson. 

Are Mr. Bhannon and Mr. Thompson solicitors ?— 
Mr. Shannon is a solicitor, but Mr. Thompson is not. 
He is one of the gentlemen I employed as one of my 
agents to go to America. 

- The ATTORN XY-GENERA.L.— I may inform your Lord- 
ships that it has been proved in evidence that Pigott 
was subpcenaed for The Times in the month of 
ectober, 1888. 

Sir O. Bussbll (to witness).— Who is Mr. 
Thompson whom you sent to visit Tracy ?— He is 
ttothinpf at all. He is an independent person. 

A private detective, I suppose ?— Not exactly. He 
would be rather offeoded to be called that. 

Have you heard that Tracy was visited about the 
same time by Head Constable Preston ?— I . knew 
Preston had been in communication with Tracy, both 
before his removal and here and some months afterwards. 
' Is Preston an Irish constable ? — Yes. His designa- 
tion of head constable shows he is in the Boyal Irish 
Constabulary. 

What is Little child ?— He is in the Detective 
Pepartment at Scotland-yard. 

In Mr. Anderson's Department ? — I could not say. 
tiiat. He is in the Criminal Investigation Depart- 
ment. 

Do you know, or not, that it was Houston who 
Arranged for the visit of Pigott to those convicts I 
have mentioned ?— No ; unless Houston in a subse-' 
quent letter told me so ; but I have no recollection 
((f the fact. 

A letter was put to Dr. Kenny purporting to be a 
OQpy of a letter written by him to Mr. Patrick Egan. 
I may remind you that the subject of it was to make 
lUr. O' Kelly responsible for bringing about the Kil- 
mainham Treaty ?— There was a good deal more than 
that in it. t 

Where did you get thtit letter from ?— -From Scot- 
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' From whom ?— I camiot say. I had the man neces< 
' sary to produce it. 

Who informed you of the existence of the letter ?-r 
' I do not know who told me. 

Did you learn it from Scotland-yard ?— I rather 

think I did ; but I am not quite certain. I had two 

or three witnesses under subpoena from Scotland -yard, 

, and also some Irish constabulary, and it was from one 

. of the witnesses I heard it. 

From some police officer ? — Yes. From 8omeoi\e 

connected with the police service. 

- Was it not someone connected with the Detective 

. department at Scotland-yard ? — My recollection is 

that it was one of the Irish police officers, and no^ 

one of the English detectives. 

We have also had copies of a letter said to have 
been taken from Mr. Matthew Harris's house. From 
whom did you obtain this ?— When I was firtit of all 
ooaking inquiries in connexion with the action of 
** O'Donnell v. Walter" I visited several police 
officers and several police-stations. It was in one of 
the visits I then made that I learned there had been 
such a document found. I then subpoenaed the proper 
^ officer to produce it. 

From whom did you obtain them ? — ^By subpoena to 
. the Under-Secretary at Dublin Castle. I subpoenaed 
the witness in ** O'Donnell v. Walter ** to produce 
them here. 

And copies were kept and the original returned ?— 
I never saw the originals. 
From whom did you receive copies ?— From the 
. gentlemap deputed by the Under-Secretary at Dublin 

Castle to produce them. 
^ And he produced them imder subpoena ? — Tes. 

Had you seen them hefore they were produced undev 
subpoena ?•— No ; I only knew of their existence from 
an officer. I think it was Mr. Bambille. 
. ^ What is he, an inspector ?— He was then an under* 
inspector at Athlone. 

Then.from whom did you first learn of the existence 
of this document ?— I fancy that it was from Mi. 
, Bambille or Mr. George Bolton. 

And that it was at Dublin Castle ?— Yes. 
And then you issued your subixsna ?— Yes. 
And yon never saw it. imtil yoa.iiad iMoedjroiic 
^hyoena?— No. 
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Hare Ton been in commnnieation with luroector 
Xittlechild ?-~l suppose you mean when Figott dig* 
appeared ? 

Yes ? — I communicated with Scotland-yard in refer- 
ence to Figott, and I think Inspector Littlechild had 
something to do with the matter. I hare seen him 
Tsay often in Court since. 

Do you recollect the letter of the 28th of Fefaruarys 
1889, which was produced hv Mr. Edmonds P-^Yes. 
It is a letter that I handed in to the Court. 

Do you recollect the documents of rather ancient 
date which have beencalled'compendiously ** the Brad- 
ford documents " ?— I can hardly tell^oa. To what 
matters do they refer ? 

To Tobin ?— Yes. 

From whom did you -get them ?— From the. chief 
/constable at Bradford. 

' Who informed you of their existence in the first 
place ? — I informed myself* As a matter of fact, 
somebody kindly sent me the information. 

How came this letter of the 28th of February, 1889« 
from Mr. Edmonds to Figott to be written ?— It was 
written under my direction by one of my clerks. It 
was written when the cablegram came from Figott, 
who was then at Madrid, to Mr. Shannon. 

Mr. Shannon was not then in London ?— Yes, ha 
'Was ; but he was going over to Ireland that night. 

Then he was here when it arrived ? — Yes. 

We have not got that fact yet. Did he understand 
from whom it came ?—l will tell you exactly what 
happened. 

First give me an answer to my question. Did Mr. 
Shannon know from whom the cablegram came ?— 
Anybody with ordinary sense, reading that cablegramt 
must have known from whom it came. 

And then you directed your clerk to write this 
letter ?— That was not the order of events. The 
moment I got that cablegram I telegraphed to In- 
spector Littlechild at Scotland-yard. I then called 
at Scotland-yard myself, and took with me a letter 
that I had instructed one of my clerks to write, and I 
ishowed it to the inspector, and he asked me not to 
send the letter I had brought, but to write another, 
iwhich would have the efEect of keeping: Figott where 
be WESTmtilire could*^ ---^a- .^ — li.^, ,_._a 

iu^oriti^^tJIadxid;^ ' 
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- Tb4t is the letter we are referring to ?^Te'8. 

Has it been put in ? — It could not have been pufc in 
before, because the original was at Madrid. T have 
Already given a full explanation of the circumstancea 
relating to that letter in my previous evidence. Thik 
is the letter : — 

'« 68, Lincoln's-inn-fields, W.C., Feb. 28, 1889. 

** Sir, — Mr. Shannon has been called unezpectedlj 
.to Ireland ; but will be back in a day or so, when 
he shall have your cablegram. 

** Yours truly, '* H. W. Edmonds. ' 

" To Roland Fonsouby, Esq.. Hotel Embajadores, 
'* Madrid." 
. That was what you wrote in consequence of the 
suggestion of Inspector Littlechild ?— Yes, and of his 
superior officers. 

Sir C. Russell having sat down. 

The Attorney- General said :— I have no questioo 
to put to you, Mr. Soames. 



{ Mr. Houston, recalled,* and cross-examined by Sir 
C. Rfssell.— When did you say that the Loyal and 
Patriotic Union was estaWished ?— In April or May^ 
(1885. 

You were the secretary of it from the beginning 9 
pYes. 

When did vou first come to London ? — I presume yo« 
mean officially ? 

Yes ?-In 1886. 
' How long had the London office been opened at thai 
iime ?— For some seven or eight months. » 

Who had been in charge of that office ?— Mr. Philip 
Bagenall, and after wardbs Mr. John Mulhall. 

Mr. Bagenall — is that the same whose book we 
4iave heard of ? — Yes. 

At what time did you officially take charge of th# 
office ?— At the end of 1886. About November or 
pecember. >• 

Now, I want to go back a little, please. Wh^ 
referred you to Pigott in the first instance ?•— I think 
that 1 first suggested Pigott 's name myself. 

Who referred you to I'igott ? — Do you mean in con* 
bexion with this transaction ? 

Yes ?— Lord Richard Grosvenor, now Lord Sta],« 
)>ridge. 6 , 
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When ?— About the middle of 1885. It was during 
•lectioneering time. 

In the autumn ? — Probably it was in the autumn. 

Did you know that at that time Pigott was engaged 
In compiling ** Pamellism Unmasked'' ? — Yes. 

And you knew that he had materials for ** Panel* 
lism and Crime ' ' ?— Tes ; the one is an elaboration 
of the other. 

Therefore it would be fair to say that " Pamellisai 
Bod Grime " has a higher literary character than 
** Pamellism Unmasked " ? — It is in a higher literary 
form and is a more powerful indictment. 

And it has the additional attraction of the letters, 
which probabljr give it its pungency ?~ No, I think not. 

Your connexion with Pigott at that time was simply 
to ^y him a sum of money to assist him in the publi* 
cation of ** Pamellism Unmasked " P— I paid him 
£60 for the copyright. 

Then it was the publication of *' Pamellism Un« 
masked " that you yourself had undertaken P — I 
bought the copyrignt. 

" Pamellism tfnmasked " was the name of the 
work as published b^ Pigott, and *' Pamellism " only 
was its name when it was published by you P—Yes. 

Did the Loyal and Patriotic Union provide thia 
£60 ?— Yes. 

And it was recouped by the sale of the work ?— Ohj 

flkO. 

The circulation was gratuitous ? — Yes, it was oircu^ 
lated at election time. 

Had you anything to do with the publication of 
" Ipse Dixit '' P — I was the secretary of the associa* 
tion^ and we paid the money for it. 

Did you pay the money ?— Personally, no. 

Do you recollect how it was paid for P— -No. 

?^y was not Dr. Webb paid directly, instead of 
being i>aid through Mr. Townshend P^I do not know. 

When was it that you acquired the copyright in 
** Pamellism Unmasked " ?— In August, 1885,Ithink| 
but I am not quite certain. 

I understand that the materials for the pamphlet 
which you published as ' ' Pamellism ' ' were supplied 
t>y Pigott alone. Did you, in addition to changing the 
name, excise some portion of those materials as bein^ 
loo strong P— Certainly I did. 

Wfaon joa asnuDed the charge of the EngluA offlc« 
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Bid you open a banking account P— Yes, I opened ^ 
private banking account. The Loyal and Fatriotie 
Union had a banking account already. The account 
of the Loyal and Patriotic Union was kept at the 
Westminster branch of the Imperial Bank, at Hoare'0 
in Fleet-street, and at Bobarts, Lubbock and Co. '8, 
The general account was kept at the former, and the 
two latter only received subscriptions. My private 
account was never used for the purj)Ose of transmitting 
subscriptions to the association in Dublin. I may 
have given a cheque for some small cash accounts te 
transmit to Dublin to save the expense of Post Office 
orders, but nothing beyond that. 

Your own account was small, and consisted solely 
of your own salary and whatever other small means 
you might have ?— Yes. 

I want you to tell me who referred you to Pigott f 
1—1 was referred to him by two or three persons. My 
introducfcion to him took place during election time, 
when I thought that it would be a very good thing if 
we could ffet a pamphlet of this kind written. 

Who referred you to him ?--I cannot give you the 
names. 

Kindly try and remember ? — It is a difficult matter. 

Can you recollect no name but the one you have 

S'ven us ? — I should not like to bind anybody. I 
ould not like to associate anybody's name in a 
wrong sense with Fi^ott. There were two or three 
literary persons associated with me in literary work 
at the time. 

I must press you to say who they were. Have you 
no opinion, no belief on the subject ? — No ; I have no 
such strong recollection as would admit of my giving 
any names. I had to do with a large number ot people 
in Ireland at that time in connexion with the election 
of 1885, and it would be most unfair for me to select 
one or two names as a matter of loose recollection. 
" Famellism " was printed by Messrs. Clay and Son, 
of London, who also printed " Famelliim Un« 
masked.'' 

When did you see Pigott again ?— In Deeemberi 
1885. 

Was that the occasion when yon asked him to 
supply yon with further materials for the pampbleA 
and with any docnmentafy eridence obtainable f— If 
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f. And 70a told him that it would be for newspaper 
purposes and not for the Government ? — Yes. 
. Had you a newspaper in your mind at that time for 
the dissemination of the letters ?— No» I had not. 

When did you first form the plan of disseminating 
those lett^s throogh i^e Bnglish newspapers ?<-- 
{Shortly before I saw Mr. Stead of the Pall MaU 
Oazette. 
. When was that ?— About April or May, 1886. 

How came tou to see Mr. Stead ? — It was by ap« 
pointment made by Mr. Albert Grey. 

You have told us that up to the time of yoor pur- 
chase of tlie first' batch of letters you had been rely- 
ing upon your own resources and upon sach assistance 
AS you could get from vour friends. That was no^ 
correct as far as the £60 for the purchase of the copy- 
right of ** Pamellism Unmasked " was concerned, all 
^ll events ?— That was a different transaction alto- 

f ether. That was connected with the election of 
885. 

You say that you borrowed money from Lord 
Richard Grosvenor, from Mr. Jonathan Hogg, from 
l)r. Maguire, and from Sir Rowland Blennerhassett. I 
wish to ask you about Sir Richard Grosvenor in the 
0r8t place— when did you borrow the money from him ? 
^I borrowed £450 from him altogether, in hundreds at 
a time, I think ; the first in February and the last in 
March, I think. 

Did TOU know that Dr. Maguire was a poor man ?— I 
Aid not think that he was poor when he was in a posi- 
tion to lend me £850. 

Did vou. believe that he was lending his own 
money r — I assert most emphatically that he repre- 
sented that he was lending his own mone}^. 

Do you still think he was ?— I think it a most ex- 
traordinary thing that the money is not forthcoming 
at the present day in some shape or form. 
• You repaid him ?— Yes, in 1887. 
; Did you tell Dr. Maffuire what you wanted the 
monev for ? — To buy the letters. 
. Did you obtain anv other smns ? — In April or May I 
6btained £70 from Sir R. Blennerhassett. 

This is speaking of your position in April ?— I had 
not the money from Dr. Maguire, and I had not of. 
course told him at that time what I wanted the money 
tot. , 
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i Then yoa are not able to gagffest, preTioufl to April* 
any persons from whom you bad borrowed any money 
except Lord R. (jrosvenor ?— No. 

Did you tell Dr.Maguire that it was for the letters !^ 
*~I did, and he led me to believe that he had the 
money at his bankers' in Galway ; he was at thati 
time a member of the committee of the Loyal and 
Patriotic Union ; he was not a member of the finance-, 
committee. 

Who were they ?— I could not tell yoa without, 
reference. 

After yoa repaid Dr. Main^ire, is there any trace of 
a repayment by him to the Loyal and Patriotic 
Union ?— No. 

How did you get the money from Dr. Maguire P 
Did he give you a cheque ?— No ; I think he brouftht 
the money op in Bank of England notes ; I know it 
was not a cheque ; it may have been Bank of Ireland, 
notes, but I know it was not a cheque. He got the- 
money in Galway, travelled across to London, and, 
from London to Paris. 

It was just on the eve of your visit to Paris ?— • 
Yes. . . 

What was Sir Rowland Blennerhassett's connexion 
with the Loyal and Patriotic Union ?— He was a 
member of the committee too. 
- A member of the finance committee ?<->No. 

Do you recollect who were members ? — No : yoa* 
have mentioned names I am particularly clear aoout.^ 

The moneys you borrowed altogether were £850,' 
£460, £70, and £250~that would l&e £1,620 alto-^ 

f ether ? You received alto|[ether from The Times 
ow mach~I am not talking of any remuneration for, 
your own services ?— In connexion with the first batch, ' 
£1,780. 

So that {he difference between these two sums 
^ould be only £160. And for the further two batchefr, 
how much did you receive ; was it £230 and £550 ?— 
I think it was £200 and £550. 

£230 and £550 on February 4 and Vebruary 16,1888, 
and on July 11 £225, and on July 26 £342— that would 
be the third batch ?— Yes. 

Did you receive cheques from Mr. Soames up to 
November 24, 1888, amounting altogether to £2.937 ?* 
-*-I cannot tell you. 



d by Google 



tM ZMXKMUJBM. MSD CBBOk 

Well,! will give yon the fignret again*— The figivefl 
will not assist me. 

The Attobney-Genbbal.— My Lords, it is in the 
duirthaiid notes in the form of a table. 

8lR 0. BUSSELL.—- And of that £2,937, what was the. 
amount you paid to Pigott P—I paid him £500 for the 
6rst batch and 100 guineas for himself ; £550 and 
£230 for the second and third, and, of course, the pay- 
ments stood week by week. 

A guinea a day and his travelling expenses when he 
was on his quest ? — Tes : and I gave him a payment 
of £100 for l^uffene Davis. 

I do not retoilect hearing of that before ?— 1 have 
Bince discovered a receipt for that £100 which I 
■hoald like to put in. 

Sy all means. 

The At TORNEY-GEznsBAL.— Produce it, please. 

Sib H. J41CES.— Let Sir Charles see it. (Document 
banded to Sir 0. Kussell.) 

Sib 0. BusSELL. — This is the voucher you mean P-— 
That is the receipt from Eugene Davis to Bichard 
Vitfotb. 

I really would like to ask you, do you really 
believe that is not Pigott 's writing ?— 1 know they 
both wrote very similar hands. I do not believe it is 
Pigott *s writing. 

Just look at it again ; have you any doubt that that 
is Pigott's writing ?— I have every doubt. 

The Pbesident.— Wasit produced to you by Pigott ? 
—It was. 

I suppose at that time he might have been de<* 
ceived. 

Sib C, BxTSSSLii.—'Are yon aware that Davis was 
snbpoBnaed by The Times r— I am. 

And brought to London by The Times ?— I am not 
ftware of that. 

Have you seen him ? — I saw him in court here one 
day ; he was pointed out to me. 

Have you seen him after he was snbpoanaed by Tha 
Times ?— I have ; but it does not naturally follow 
that he came here at The Times* expense. 

Have yon examined the books of the Loyal and 
Patriotic Union to see whether there is not a vote of 
the finance committee about the time that this money 
was advanced by Dr. MaRoire ?— I know as a matter 
of fact there is not ; I have not examined the books 
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Within the last few days, hot I am rafficiently eon* 
Tenant with the hooks at that period to know that 
there is not. 

Have jon any ohjection to the hooks hein^ 6x« 
amined by me ? — I am instracted by the conimxtte« 
to explain that eyery book they have is at the dis« 
posal of their Lordships ; but tney do not wish then 
to be inspected by political opponents. 

I quite understand that objection. (Langhter.) 

The Frebidbnt.— You say you have not looked al 
them recently. (To Sir C. Kussell.) This raises • 
specific question. I do not myself see how I caa 
order the production of the books during the period. 

SXR C. KussBLL. — M^ Lords, of course we have 
the statement that a political pamphlet was bought in 
this way, and the suspicion is— whether it is well« 
founded or not^-that these payments were made to Dr« 
Maguire by this political body—- by this political 
association— in the same way and for the same par* 
pose. 

The FRXSiSBKT.-^Vor the same purpose—- to get • 
pamphlet or somethingof that kind done. 

Sir O. Kussell.— We also wish to examine to see 
whether or not this payment was given out of a fund 
subscribed by political opponents, in order that vour 
Lordships may have before you the fact that 1«iere 
were various agencies working for the same end at 
the disposal of those who are now representing The 
Timet in this matter. 

The President.— We are of opinion that we hav» 
no power to order an inspection. 

Sir 0. Russell.— My Lords, the whole of this in« 
dictment of '* Pamellism and Grime " I think we 
have shown proceeds to a ereat extent from Figottf 
and that he was being used by a powerful organisa* 
tion, or association, for the purpose of conoooting 
this plot, and was financed by it. 

The President.— That seems to implv a charge 
against other persons who are not in any way before us. 

Sir 0. Russell.-— I quite agree that that is soy 
and I do not represent that your Lordships could re« 
port on it as a supplementary matter. 

The President. — ^Whatever agencies were put into 
ojperation for the purpose, we have to consider on 
the evidence before us whether the charges were 
true or false* 
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' Sib C. HusSBLL.-^I 901 te agree, bnt I thought itr 
WM material to examine what were the agencies 
employed. 

• Mr. As^uiTH.—My Lords, may I add to what my 
learned friend has said this observation — this is not 
]pat forward by us before your Lordships as a substan- 
tive charge, against persons not before the Court. 
From that point of view, if I may say so, I respect- 
fully agree with your Lordships that it Would not be 
^levant to your Lordships' Commission to ii^uire 
into it, but the Commission imposed upon your Lord- 
ships by the Act of Parliament, as defined in the first 
section of the Act constituting the Commission, ** is 
to inquire into and report upon the charses and alle* 
gations made against certain members of Parliament 
and other persons in the course of the proceedings in 
an action entitled * O'Donnell v. Walter.' " Well, 
the scope of the Commission so intrusted to your 
Lordships is not confined to an inquiry into the touth 
of these charges ~— 

/ The Pbesidekt.— I do not understand that any- 
thing else could be inquired into. 

Mr. AsQiTiTH.— The enacting section does not so 
limit it ; it imposes upon your Lordships the duty of 
inquiring into and reporting upon these charges — - 

Mb. Justicx a. L. Smith.— Whether they are true 
or false. 

- Mr. ASQniTH.-<-Not only so, but as to the circum- 
stances under which they were put forward, and as ta 
titeir genesis, their origin, and growth ; and if the 
inquiry were of the more limitea description which 
has been suggested, we still conceive that it is 
material from the point of view of enablin|f your 
Lordships to understand and appreciate the evidence 
that has been brought before you. Even if your Lord- 
ships' sole duty is to inquire into the charges, it is 
still material to consider whence they proceeded, by 
what men they 'were put forward, and by what means 
they were engendered ; and it is from that point of 
y^ew that we submit to your Lordships, on the evi- 
dence now before you, that an investigation of these 
books and the circumstances in which the pamphlet 
*> Pamellism Dnmasked," which, as Mr. Houston 
very truly says, is ** Pamellism and Crime " in a- 
somewhat less powerful and rhetorical form — it is 
necessary to see the circumstances under which that- 
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pamphlet was composed and in which Pigott was set 
to work to sapplement it. After all, that is very 
material, and it is from that point of view alone, and 
not with the object of establishinff against third per- 
sons not immediately before your Lordships any charg^e 
of guilt or complicity, that we submit that the evi- 
dence ought to be received and the inquiry pursued in 
the direction my friend has indicated. 

The Attorney-General.— My Lords, I have no- 
actual right to intervene in this matter, but I should 
like your Lordships to understand distinctly the posi- 
tion that my^ learned friends and myself take up in 
regard to this matter. I understand the objection 
taken by Mr. Houston to be not in any shape or form 
an objection to a full and proper disclosure, given in 
order that your Lordships may ascertain if there is any 
truth in the suggestion that the Loyal and Patriotic 
Union were the persons who repaid L>r. Maguire. Mr.. 
Houston has pledged his oath that he always believed 
it was a private advance, and that to his own know- 
ledge the money never was repaid. . The objection 
taken by Mr. Houston was not an unnatural one. He 
said, '* I am certain of the fact," but his objection 
was that there is no ground for giving political op- 
ponents a free range of inquiry upon other matters 
which are in no shape or form germane to any issue. ' 
. The President (to the Attorney-General).— I do 
not think that you have really a right to interfere. I 
quite admit that you said so. It seems to amount to 
tnis— that you are rather suggesting that an inquiry as' 
to the truth of Mr. Houston's statement should be. 
made. 

Sib C. Russell.— My Lords, I could not agree to 
ihe limitation. We claim the right of full inouiry 
iCnd investigation, just as the same right has oeen 
claimed against us. 

The President.— We think the investigation in-* 
aisted on as a matter of right ought not to be granted. 
The eommission given to us is to inquire into these 
charges ; we can attach no other meaning than that 
we are to inquire into their truth or falsity, and any 
evidence material to that purpose we should admit 
with large indulgence. The examination which has 
taken place to-day has been beyond what in strictness 
I think would be admissible. But we cannot make an 
order that .these books should be inspected generally, 
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beeaose eren if it were tnie tbat the moneT of the 
Loyal and Patriotic Union had been paid for tne pur- 
pOB6 of putting before the public these statements 
which are now complained of, still the only thing we 
have to determine is whether or not these charges are 
true or false, whatever their source or origin. We 
therefore reject the application. 

Sib C. Bussell. — My Lords, a communication, I 
may almost call it an instruction, has been given to 
me in writing by my client, for whom alone, as your 
Lordships know, I appear with Mr. Asquith. Before 
oonsiderin^ how I ought to act upon it, and especi- 
ally, my Lords, in order that I may in this matter 
have due regard to the great respect which I desire to 
pav to the Court, I would ask tne opportunity of con- 
sidering what my position is in the matter. 

The Attobnby-Gekebal.— I do not know whether 
your Lordships will think it ri^ht that I should ask 
the witness one question. It is in reference to the 
statement made in Court as to an action towards this 
building. A statement was made, and your Lordships 
thought that Mr. Houston ought not to make any 
statement. Being in the box, I submit to your Lord* 
ships that he is entitled to be asked whether there is 
any truth in it. 

The President assented to the question being put. 

The Attobney-General.— Was there a shadow of 
foundation for the statement made by Mr. Davitt ?-^ 
Kot the slightest. 

Mr. Davitt.-^Have you contributed any articles 
whatever to this Evening Post during the present 
month ?— I decline to answer. 

At this point Mr. Parnell and Mr. Davitt left the 
Court and were, followed shortly after by Sir C* 
Bussell. 

Mr. John McCarthy, who was examined yesterday, 
was recalled for further cross-examination by Mr. 
ATXiNSOif . — Witness said : — I was president or the 
Land League and John Lennan was secretary. He is 
now living in the parish. He kept no books, bat an 
account of the subscriptions that were received was 
kept. I suppose there were a dozen members of the 
committee, but I can hardly recall their names now ; 
it is six years ago. I know lago never was. I know 
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Srho the members were, bat I have not their names 
own. 

Did yon keep any books for the National Leasue ? 
"—No. There was no list of members nor of the 
committee. The treasurer kept a book of acoounts. 
We did not keep any minute-books. 

Did you go to America recently ? — ^A long time ago ; 
about 17 years a«ro. 

From time to time did you pass resolutions denounc'* 
ing people by name in your League if-— We did some 
few times. 

In 1886, while you were president, did you not 
denounce persons by name for landgrabbinfi[ and 
similar offences ? — I cannot call any cases to mind. 

Did vou communicate to the local paper the resolu- 
tions that were passed ?— The secretary did. 

Did he keep a copy of the resolutions ?— The yrit* 
ness was understood to answer in the negative. 

Was any entry made in a minute-book before a 
resolution was i)ublished ? — No. 

Listen to this : — 

'* Botcommon Herald, July 3; 1886. Killoe 
Branch, Longford. At a special meeting on 
Sunday, the 27th inst., Mr. John McCarthy occu- 
pied the chair. There were present Edward 
Cooney, V.F., Mr. John Mahon, .treasurer, Mr. 
Michael Prunty, secretary. The following resolutions 
were unanimously adopted : — ' That, having heard of 
the eviction by Mr. J. D. Cochrane of some poor 
labourers who were called upon suddenly to perform 
a task which was repugnant to their feelings, we call 
upon all good Nationalists to endeavour to assist 
these poor men^ and we condemn the action of any 
l)erson who assists the evictor in opj^ressing them. We 
also condemn the meanness of action of people who 
were holding communication with the landgrabber of 
Kilnacarrow, especially James Reillv and a man named 
Neddy Reynolds, a workman in Clonbrony, who are 
reported to have cattle grazing on the nabbed farm 
of John Devine, who died in the Longford Workhouse 
soon after he was evicted.* " 
Did you pass that resolution ? — Yes. 

Were the men named boycotted ?— They were. I am 
not aware that any outrages were committed upon 
them. I never heard that their cattle were injured 
nor did I hear that their hayricks were burnt 
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Was not some outrage committed upon their pro- 
perty ?— I did not hear of it. 

Yon will not undertake to say that no outrage was 
committed ?-— No. 

What was it that these labourers were called upon 
to do that was repugnant to their feelings ? — i do 
not know. 

Before you boycotted anybody did you take the 
trouble to ascertain what the labourers had been asked 
to do ?— No. 

I draw your attention to this paragraj^ in the J^owom- 
mon Herald of July 24, 1886 :— ** Killoe Branch. At 
tiie meetizie at Enneybegs on Sunday, the 18tb inst., 
Hr. J. M'Carthy, ex-suspect, president, occupied the 
chair. Some time was occupied by John M^Guire, 
Boran, who came before the committee in order to 
make restitution for the misdemeanour he had com*, 
mitted." What was the misdemeanour ? — He had 
associated with a landgrabber named Daries. 

Was he boycotted in consequence ?— He was. 

The report continues : — '* Being unable to do so he 
was sent away and could not be admitted into our 
branch.'' Was any outrage committed upon this 
man's property ? — It was reported that he oumt his 
own house, and he lodged a claim for compensation. 

His house was burnt after his appearance before the 
meeting of the branch ? — I could not say whether it 
was before or after. His house was burnt, and ho 
applied for compensation. He did not get any. 

Who opposed his claim ? — The people living in the 
townlanos around. 

Did the League oppose the claim ? — Some members 
of the League must have, because everybody did in 
the townlands around. 

The report |(oes on : — 

** The following resolutions were proposed and 
unanimously adopted : — * Resolved, that we condemn 
the action of John Kelly, carpenter, who is doing 
the emergency work of R. Taylor, Corboy, who evicted 
Michael Brady from his holding,and we look upon any per- 
son who aids or assists him as an enemy of our country. 
We also condemn the action of thoseparties who hold 
commimication with James Kelly, Kilnacarrow, who 
is co-operating in his dealings with the land-grabbers 
Howden and Hamilton, of Kilnacarrow, who grabbed 
the farms from which the poor tenants were unjustly 
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^evicted. We also condenm the action of Hicbael 
Farrell, Sober, aod two men named Dooris oat of 
Oarrihiil, parish of Clongisk, who are mowing on a 
boycotted farm in Longford parish, and we look upon 
any persons holding communication with them as 
enemies of our League, and they shall be forthwith 
expeUed.* " 

.Was any outrage committed upon the men named in 
.this resolution r— Not as far as I know ; I never 
heard of any. 

The next extract to which I wish to call your atten* 
^oa is this : — 

** Killoe Branch, Ennybegs. — On Sunday, August 15». 
JIfr. John M'Carty oecupied the chair. The follow- 
ing resolutions were unanimously adopted : — * That 
•we condemn the action of those Qninns of Kilterekar 
who took possession of the house of those unfortunate 
.tenants who had been unjustly evicted by that tyrant. 
G. D. Cochrane.' " 

.Was not Cochrane's hay burnt ?>-I do not know that 
it was ; neither do I know that his cattle were in* 
jured. 

** We also condemn the action of the following ^pei*' 
sons, who are mo wing meadows for John Kelly,Farragh, 
who is doing the emergency work of Bobert Taylor. 
Corboy.'' (Then follow the names of six persons.) 
" Any person holding communication with these men 
shall be forthwith expelled from our branch.'' 
Were the persons named boycotted ?— No ; I am cer« 
tain they were not. 

Then, under date September il, 1886, I find this :~ 
- '* Killoe Branch. — ^At the meeting at Ennybegs on 
Sunday last, Mr. Edward Cooney, V.P., occupied the 
chair. The following resolution -Was passed 
unanimously : — * That we protest against ana most 
emphatically condenm the conduct of James Eell^, 
Kilnacarrow, and his wife for still holding communi- 
cations with land-grabbers.' " 

What, had the Kellys done ?~They were speaking to 
ft person who had taken an evicted farm. ^ 

Wexfi they boycotted ? — ^They were not. 

While you were president were not a number of re<« 
Solutions condemning people passed in addition to 
those that were pablisned in toe newspapers ?— I do 
bot remember any* . .j 
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Yon liave not any book showing what resolntions 
were in fact passed ?— No. 
Were a good many ontrages committed in your 

Sirish while yon were president of the branch ?-^l 
d not hear of them. 

After lago's examination was his evidence sent to 
Ton ?— I saw his evidence in the papers, and about a 
fortnight ago a copy of his evidence was sent to me. 
People round about the place inquired whether it was 
true or not. 

- Did yon consult many people about it ?-— I went to 
the committee the day after the copy of his evidence 
reached me. 

Did they assist in discovering any evidence to refute 
lago's statements ?*~Well, no. 

At the time of the outrage upon Scanlan's house you 
fay that the Land League had been suppressed for six 
or seven weeks. Did you continue to hold meetings 
after the suppression ? — No, not one. 

Did the persons who had been the members of the 
Jjeague continue to meet together ?— No. 

Not some of them ? — Some of them would meet ia 
^e chapel on Sunday. 

The witness was not re-examined. 



BIr. LOOKWOOD.-— My Lords, I wish to explain the 
position in which we are, I have two more witnesses 
to call, and neither of them is here. Mr. Harris has 
been engaged in litigation in Gal way, and he has not 
yet returned to London. The verdict in the case was 
only given last night. Then there is Dr. Tanner, who, 
I thought, would not be wanted this week. A com- 
munication has been made to the authorities with 
respeot to Dr. Tanner, but I understand that he has 
not yet arrived. I have no other witnesses to call 
before your Lordships. Sir Charles Bussell has just 
made a statement to the Court with reference to his 
position, and I wish, of conzse,to have an opportunity 
of seeing my learned friend. 

The PRE8IDBKT.— I do not see your object in inn 
forming me of that. 

Mr. Be ID. — There is another witness whom t hope 
to call— namely, Mr. O'Kelly ; but he is at present; 
tmwell. 

The PBxaiDXziT. — I understand that you baye no 
otiwr witneosee here now f 
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Mr. BSID.— That is so, my Lord. We hkYo now 
called all the members with reference to whom any- 
thing of importance has been stated except the two 
mentioned by my learned friend and Mr. O^Eelly. 

Mr. LoCKWOOD. — I expect to be in a position to 
call Mr. Matthew Harris on Taesday morning. 

The Commissioners then .ajdjouqiea at ten minatea to 
1 o'clock. 
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